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The Founders’ Second Amendment 


S1EPHOEN FF. MALEROOK 


Sheriffs and Legislators 


This account of the origins of the Second Amendment of the Bill of Rights is based on the Founders’ 
own statements, as revealed in newspapers, correspondence, debates, and resolutions. It offers a com- 
prehensive analysis of the arguments behind the drafting and adoption of the Second Amendment 
and the intentions of the men who created it. (2008, 448pp, hb, $39.95) BKFSA 


2A Today for the USA 


This short video clearly demonstrates that the right to keep and bear arms is good for all Americans 
— and for freedom. (2009, 22min, sleeved DVD, 1/$2.50; 25/$25.00; 51/$45.90; 100/$85.00) DVD2AT 


Death by “Gun Control” 


The message is simple: “Disarmed people are neither free nor safe — they become the criminals’ 
prey and the tyrants’ playthings.” (2001ed, 338pp, pb, $19.95) BKDGC 


Gun Control in the Third Reich 

“Gun Control in the Third Reich” covers the two decades from the birth of the Weimar Republic in 
1918 through Kristallnacht in 1938, and then presents a panorama of pertinent events during World 
War II regarding the effects of the disarmament policies. (2013, pb, $19.95) BKGCTR 


Are Acting to Nullify Obama 


Gun Controls — Reprint 

Eight-page reprint by William F Jasper that originally 
appeared as the cover story in the February 18, 2013 issue 
of TNA. It was originally entitled “JUST SAY NO: Sheriffs 
and Legislators Standing Together Against Federal Attacks 
on Our Rights.” (2013, 8pp, 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 100/$35.00; 
1,000/$300.00) RPSAL 


The UN Arms Trade Treaty vs. The 


2nd Amendment — Pamphlet 

This pamphlet gives an overview of how the UN Arms Trade 
Treaty would infringe upon Americans’ Second Amendment 
rights and why the treaty should not be ratified. (2013, 
four-color tri-fold pamphlet, 1/$0.20; 100-499/$0.15ea; 500- 
999/$0.13ea; 1,000+/$0.10ea) PUNTTV2A 
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Oily Maneuvers 


The article “Iraq’s Agony Based on Gross 
Deception” (July 7 issue) fails to mention 
oil as being the obvious U.S. motive for 
its invasion of Iraq in 2003. Spoils from 
the war will now embellish avaricious plu- 
tocrats with exorbitant future profits from 
Iraq’s vast undeveloped crude oil resource. 

Crude oil is the most important natu- 
ral resource in the industrial world, with 
a country’s prosperity directly dependent 
on its oil consumption. Not surprisingly, 
the United States, with the world’s highest 
standard of living, has the highest per cap- 
ita oil consumption. Its plutocracy aims to 
continue controlling world oil supplies to 
control the world. 

In the late 1990s, Saddam Hussein de- 
cided to have Russian, Chinese, and French 
companies develop Iraq’s oil resource with- 
out the Anglo-American oil giants. As the 
article points out, reasons given for top- 
pling Saddam — to eliminate WMDs, es- 
tablish democracy, or counter terrorism — 
were baldfaced lies. Saddam was purged to 
make possible Western exploitation. 

Now ExxonMobil, BP, and Shell con- 
trol the largest Iraqi oil reserves — West 
Qurna expansion, Rumaila expansion, and 
Majnoun expansion, respectively (Oil & 
Gas Journal) — but the mass media sup- 
press this incriminating subterfuge. De- 
spite turmoil in northern and western Iraq, 
these super-giant oil fields in the south- 
ernmost province of Al Basrah will be 
securely protected for future plunder by 
Anglo-American oil barons. 

ROBERT J. KENDRA 
Putnam, Connecticut 


The 14th Amendment 


The 14th Amendment was designed to gut 
the U.S. Constitution, and it has done a 
wonderful job. 

The 14th Amendment does more than 
apply the federal Bill of Rights to states. 
The 14th is vague and inclusive — unlike 
the Bill of Rights, which is very specific 
— and it is vague enough that the Supreme 
Court can interpret it to include anything 
or mean anything. A little history: Shortly 
after the Civil War, on the first vote on the 
14th Amendment, it was rejected by the 
Southern states and all border states. 

In 1866, the Supreme Court ruled that 
using military tribunals for citizens when 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


civilian courts are still operating was 
unconstitutional. (In other words, mili- 
tary law can only be applied in areas of 
actual war.) Then, Reconstruction went 
into effect in 1867. It divided the South 
into military districts. Reconstruction was 
unconstitutional, and because Congress 
knew that to be true, it removed appellate 
jurisdiction from the Supreme Court in 
cases involving Reconstruction. 

Military rule of the South was put on 
the South to coerce it to vote for the 14th 
Amendment. The states were told that if 
they didn’t pass it, they would not be re- 
admitted to the union. Two Northern states 
(Ohio and New Jersey) withdrew their 
support because of the tyranny on the part 
of Republicans. The Republicans ignored 
this and declared the amendment valid, 
despite their failure to secure the required 
three-fourths majority. 

The Republicans wanted to centralize 
power in Washington. Their actions have 
subjected Americans to the type of tyranny 
Thomas Jefferson warned about. He said 
judges would be “constantly working un- 
derground to undermine the foundation of 
our confederated fabric.” 

Thanks to the 14th Amendment, the 
central government no longer obeys the 
Constitution, the Constitution instead 
obeys the government. 

ROBERT HART 
Hitchcock, Texas 


Use the Correct Words 


The words “free trade” are used incor- 
rectly to describe trade pacts. They 
should say “one-way trade.” One-way 
trade is destroying our U.S. economy and 
standard of living. We follow the lead of 
the establishment press by attaching the 
word “free.” True free trade would be 
great for any two nations. The “nations” 
of New York and Florida can have free 
trade, exchanging apples and oranges, 
beneficial to both. 
Tom FUSCALDO 
Paterson, New Jersey 
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INSIDE TRAGK 


Establishment Pushing “Cashless Society” to Control Humanity 


The global establishment is increasingly pushing the notion of 
what it calls a “cashless society” — a world in which all pay- 
ments and transactions would be conducted electronically, creat- 
ing a permanent record for governments to inspect and track at 
will. Multiple governments from Africa and Asia to Europe and 
the Americas are explicitly working toward that goal, and in re- 
cent months, even more have joined the effort. Powerful globalist 
forces and organizations, including the United Nations, are part 
of the Ford Foundation-funded “Better Than Cash Alliance.” 

Advocates of abolishing cash have tried to portray the scheme 
as a natural and organic phenomenon driven largely on its own 
— a sort of “evolution” in human society, perhaps. In a July 2 
propaganda feature by CNN, the news outfit even included a 
graphic purporting to show “The Evolution of a Cashless So- 
ciety,” highlighting how far along each country is on the road 
to abolishing cash entirely. Apparently the United States is at a 
“tipping point,” while Canada, Belgium, France, Sweden, and 
others are “almost cashless.” Other countries are either at the 
“inception” or “transitioning.” 

The United Nations is at the heart of the plot, with the UN 
Capital Development Fund serving as the alliance’s “secretariat.” 
Other UN outfits involved in the scheme include the World Food 
Programme and the United Nations Development Programme 
(UNDP). Several governments and official agencies are listed 
on the alliance’s website, too, including authorities in Malawi, 


Colombia, Kenya, Afghanistan, Peru, and the Philippines. Some 
nominally private aid agencies are also involved. 

Indeed, all over the world, similar schemes are already underway. 
At the same time, the establishment has been openly promoting 
human microchipping for years, with the eventual goal of having 
each person “chipped” and able to use the device as an ID, a credit 
card, and more. In 2012, the U.S. government openly announced 
a plan to start microchipping troops, supposedly for “health” pur- 
poses. Prisons are also cited as potential test “markets.” 

The potential for mischief or worse is literally endless. 
Whether Americans and humanity will put up with it, though, 
remains to be seen. 


ObamaCare Sparks Increase in Emergency Room Visits 


“T think that it is very important that we provide [health] cov- 
erage for all people, because if everybody’s got coverage then 
they’re not going to the emergency room for treatment,” Presi- 
dent Barack Obama said in 2009. 

The next year, ObamaCare became law. This year, its provisions 
to expand both public and private coverage went into effect, and 
guess what? According to a recent online poll of emergency phy- 
sicians conducted by the American College of Emergency Physi- 
cians (ACEP), ER visits are up, not down, adding to the woes of 
already strained emergency departments across the country. 

“Nearly half of emergency physicians responding to a poll are 
already seeing a rise in emergency visits since January 1 when 
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expanded coverage under the Affordable Care Act (ACA) began 
to take effect,” ACEP stated in a May 21 press release. Moreover, 
“86 percent expect emergency visits to increase over the next 
three years. More than three-fourths (77 percent) say their ERs 
are not adequately prepared for significant increases.” 

This was, in fact, entirely predictable, Obama’s (and others’) 
assertions to the contrary notwithstanding. 

“With the Medicaid expansion and the Affordable Care Act, 
people have insurance but they can’t get in to see their primary 
care physician. So they’re going to the emergency department” 
with minor conditions, even though “the whole intent [of the 
ACA] was to get the sore throats, coughs, congestion and what- 
not” out of the ERs, New Jersey ER physician Dr. Michael Mur- 
phy told CNSNews.com in a July 2 article. 

Eventually, he predicted, it may not even be possible to get 
into the nearest ER — which could be miles away. Driven by 
the ACA’s incentives for cost containment, private practices and 
hospitals are closing down and consolidating with larger entities, 
shrinking the number of available providers even as the pool of 
insured individuals expands. 

“T think there’s going to be a point where there’s not enough to 
go around and care is going to be rationed unless you’re paying 
premium top dollar,” Murphy said. “And that’s just an unfortunate 
reality. It probably won’t happen for another five or ten years un- 
less we have some dramatic thing that happens in the meantime.” 
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States Fighting EPA’s Global-warming Decrees 


When the Obama administration failed in its bid five years ago 
to have the Democrat-controlled Congress create an unconsti- 
tutional cap-and-trade regime targeting carbon dioxide to fight 
“global warming,” it waited a few years, then imposed the radi- 
cal scheme by executive decree. Rather than foisting it directly 
on businesses and individuals, Obama’s new presidential edicts 
purport to commandeer state governments for the purpose. 

More than a few state governments, however, are already fight- 
ing back against what elected officials say is brazen anti-constitu- 
tional federal and executive overreach. Multiple avenues to stop 
the plot are being pursued, ranging from congressional action and 
federal lawsuits to state nullification efforts. 

Shortly after the latest EPA plot was unveiled on June 2, Indi- 
ana Governor Mike Pence, citing higher energy costs, lost jobs, 
and lost business, promised to “oppose these regulations using 
every means possible.” Pennsylvania Governor Tom Corbett 
vowed to “fight these regulations every step of the way.” Other 
governors and state lawmakers offered similar rhetoric, but many 
of those states are already working on their own plots to need- 
lessly reduce emissions of the essential-to-life gas. 

Under growing public pressure, though, lawmakers and some 
governors, especially from coal states, are actually turning up 
the heat. On July 1, for example, The Hill reported that nine state 
governments joined a lawsuit against the EPA climate regime 
by Murray Energy that seeks to overturn the “illegal, irrational, 


and destructive cap-and-tax” plot. The states include Alabama, 
Alaska, Kentucky, Nebraska, Ohio, Oklahoma, South Carolina, 
West Virginia, and Wyoming. The suit, filed on June 18 in the 
U.S. District Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia, aims 
to have the courts restrain Obama’s EPA and stop it from issuing 
and enforcing unlawful decrees. 

The best strategy would be for House Republicans to cut off all 
funding to the EPA and for state governments to use nullification 
to protect citizens from federal abuse and tyranny. The climate, 
which has always changed and always will, should be the least of 
Americans’ worries. Without serious action, the administration’s 
accelerating wars on coal, guns, the Constitution, state sover- 
eignty, the economy, jobs, and more will continue to wreak real 
havoc on Americans and the world. 


“After America Comes North America,” Petraeus Boasts 


Former general and CIA chief David Petraeus, a key figure in the 
globalist Council on Foreign Relations and the shadowy Bilder- 
berg network, boasted at a recent conference that the United 
States of America is set to be merged into the continental regime 
being erected under the North American Free Trade Agreement 
(NAFTA). Speaking at the Margaret Thatcher Conference on Lib- 
erty held June 18 in London, the ex-commander of U.S. forces 
in Afghanistan and Iraq essentially celebrated the end of U.S. in- 
dependence — and by extension, the demise of the Constitution. 

“After America comes North America,” Petraeus said confident- 
ly in answering the question about what comes after the United 


David 
Petraeus 
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States, the theme of the panel discussion. “Are we on the thresh- 
old of the North American decade, question mark? I threw that 
away — threw away the question mark — and boldly proclaimed 
the coming North American decade, says the title now.” He also 
boasted about how the three economies have been put “together” 
over the last 20 years as part of the “implementation” of NAFTA. 

Petraeus called for “continental cooperation” in “security, 
commerce, and protection of the environment.” The continent 
must also have a “unified energy strategy,” Petraeus said. Even 
foreign policy should entail a “common approach,” and crime 
fighting should feature enhanced “North American coordina- 
tion,” the globalist operative declared. He concluded by calling 
on Obama to work with the government leaders of Mexico and 
Canada to “advance the shared future North America needs.” 

If Americans do not rise up soon to stop the dangerous “‘inte- 
gration” schemes, their national sovereignty and independence 
will continue to be eroded until it is all but gone. The loss of 
U.S. independence will inevitably be accompanied by the further 
loss of freedom, self-government, God-given rights, and likely 
prosperity as well. That is what globalists such as Petraeus and 
his cohorts at the CFR and Bilderberg intend. Whether they will 
get their wish, though, depends largely on the levels of resistance 
mustered by everyday Americans, Mexicans, and Canadians to 
the wild plot. 


President Threatens Use of Executive 

Orders to Deal With Immigration Crisis 

“If Congress will not do its job, at least we can do ours. Americans cannot 
wait forever for them to act.” 

Speaking to reporters in the White House Rose Garden, President Barack 
Obama announced plans to use executive orders to address the newest 
flood of immigrants illegally entering the United States. 


CFR Members Take Differing Sides Regarding lIraq’s Latest Problem 
“We don’t need armchair warriors, and if you feel so strongly, you should, 
with all due respect, enlist in the Iraqi Army.” 

CFR member Katrina Vandan Heuvel berated Weekly Standard editor 
and CFR member William Kristol when the two appeared on ABC TV's This Week program. 


Researcher Wants Public Funding to Ease Burden of Student Debt 

“My take is that we have loaded too much risk onto student borrowers. It’s time for more insurance. 
Without a major recommitment to public funding for college, higher debt is the new reality.” 
University of Michigan Professor Susan Dynarski wants more federal involvement in order to ease a 
student-debt crisis brought on by government involvement. 


IRS Official Accused of Lying at a Congressional Hearing 

“Sitting here listening to this testimony, I don’t believe it. No one believes 
you. You ask taxpayers to hang on to seven years of tax information in 
case they’re ever audited, and you can’t keep six months’ worth of em- 
ployee emails?” 

Claiming a computer problem led to losing messages dealing with IRS ac- 
tion against conservative groups, IRS Commissioner John Koskinen found 
himself berated by Wisconsin s Paul Ryan and several other congressmen. 


Advice Given to Opponents of Same-sex “Marriage” 

“Same-sex marriage has gone from all-but-unthinkable to all-but-unstop- 
pable. But gay marriage does not restore lost rights; it redefines marriage 
to mean something wholly unprecedented in human society.” 

Boston Globe columnist Jeff Jacoby urges defenders of traditional marriage to keep at the task be- 
cause, he claims, “the principle is something that history will eventually vindicate.” 
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Sunni Leader Sees Removal of Iraq’s Maliki a Necessary Step 

“This is not going to be easy. Maliki will not go quietly.” 

Deputy Prime Minister Saleh al-Mutlak, a Sunni Muslim, serves alongside Nouri al-Maliki, who is a 
Shiite Muslim. The predominant Shiites are currently being opposed by the Sunni-led Islamic State of 
Iraq and Levant (ISIS). 


ISIS Using American-made Helicopters 

“We’ll expect the Americans to honor the warranty and service them for us.” 
An ISIS spokesman turned to wry humor to let the world know that the group’s forces had captured five 
practically new U.S.-made helicopters. 


Bonuses for Veterans Affairs 
Executives Draw Sharp Congressional Rebuke 
“{This is] grade inflation or what Garrison Keillor would refer to as ‘all of 
the children are above average.’” 
When it became known that 350 of the VA 5 senior officials (80 percent of 
the total nationally) were awarded bonuses totaling $2.7 million in 2013, 
members of Congress who have been looking into the sorry performances 
at VA hospitals became outraged. New Hampshire Democrat Ann Kuster 
weighed in with her humorous remark. @ 
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GUN RIGHTS 


Playing Mind Games 
With the Second Amendment 


Is Obama using the federal gun law’s mental health prohibition to confiscate your guns? 


by Rebecca Terrell 


re you one of the more than 40 
Aptis Americans who suffer 
from depression or anxiety? If so, 
then hold on to your guns, because a trip 
to your doctor for relief could strip your 
constitutionally protected right to keep 
and bear arms. 
In typical Machiavellian fashion, Presi- 


10 


dent Barack Obama is using public safety 
as an excuse to violate federal law, pry into 
your personal medical records, and add 
your name to a federal database tracking 
individuals with diagnoses of mental ill- 
ness. Obama originally announced his in- 
tent on January 16, 2013, when he signed 
23 executive orders purportedly intended 
to curb gun violence. One of them aims 
to “address unnecessary legal barriers, 


particularly relating to the Health Insur- 
ance Portability and Accountability Act 
[HIPAA], that may prevent states from 
making information available to the back- 
ground check system.” Notice that the 
president regards your medical privacy 
rights as “unnecessary legal barriers.” 
How does this affect your gun rights? 
Federal law contains a mental health pro- 
hibition, disqualifying certain people with 
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psychiatric diagnoses from owning guns. 
The Federal Gun Control Act of 1968 
forbids possession of firearms by anyone 
judged “as a mental defective,” and it 
vaguely defines that term as a person identi- 
fied by “lawful authority” to be a danger to 
himself or others, or to be lacking in mental 
responsibility. The act allows government 
officials to rob “mental defectives” of their 
gun rights, which can only be restored by a 
long and costly court process. 

Like other ambiguously written laws, 
this one is easily abused. “Mental defec- 
tive” is already liberally applied to anyone 
the government deems as being incapable 
of managing his own affairs. “The problem 
is growing,” said Larry Pratt, executive di- 
rector of Gun Owners of America (GOA). 
He told THE NEw AMERICAN, “We have 
learned that if a fiduciary has been appoint- 
ed for any reason, that is being used as a 
predicate for grabbing guns.” The National 
Rifle Association reported in April, “Under 
existing federal regulations, a person who 
experienced a temporary reaction to a trau- 
matic event or who has trouble handling 
household finances may well be treated the 
same as a violent psychopath.” 

But Obama intends to make this dan- 
gerous law worse. Characteristically, he’s 
avoiding what he obviously considers an- 
other “unnecessary legal barrier,” vowing 
in his January State of the Union address to 
pursue his anti-gun agenda “with or without 
Congress.” True to his word, the Department 
of Health and Human Services (HHS) and 
the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms 
and Explosives (ATF) delivered a one-two 
punch in January, each proposing bureau- 
cratic dictates designed to broadly expand 
the federal mental health prohibition. 

HHS proposes modifying HIPAA so 
healthcare providers can turn private 
patient information over to the National 
Instant Criminal Background Check Sys- 
tem. NICS is an FBI database established 
under the Brady Handgun Violence Pre- 
vention Act of 1993. GOA calls it the 
“government’s gun blacklist.” It is worth 
noting that the HIPAA Privacy Rule al- 
ready includes provisions whereby health- 
care professionals may warn family, care- 
givers, and/or law enforcement “regarding 
threats of serious and imminent harm 
made by the patient.” In some cases it 
mandates “duty to warn” reporting. Ironi- 
cally, this information about the Privacy 
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Rule is available on the HHS website and 
amounts to admission by the agency that 
its new regulation is completely unwar- 
ranted in terms of public safety. 

The ATF rule would augment the defini- 
tion of “mental defective” to include any- 
one determined by any federal, state, local, 
or military court to be either “mentally un- 
stable” or an “irresponsible person,” and 
could even apply without a court order 
to those receiving outpatient treatments. 
Commentary published May 2 in Los An- 
geles’ CityWatch points out that “there is 
no definition of the term ‘irresponsible,’ 
leaving it up to a variety of bureaucrats 
and institutions to add anyone to NICS.” 

Announcing the proposed regulation, 
Attorney General Eric Holder made the 
Orwellian claim, “It is emblematic of the 
Justice Department’s broader commitment 
to use every tool and resource at its dis- 
posal to combat gun violence and prevent 
future tragedies while respecting the Con- 
stitutional rights to which all Americans 
are entitled.” Holder did not explain how 
all Americans’ rights are respected when 
some have their rights violated. 

Neither HHS nor ATF officials returned 
calls inquiring about the current status of 
the proposed rules. It is not known when 
either will be finalized. 


Victimizing Veterans 

However, many U.S. soldiers know ex- 
actly what the outcome of Obama’s new 
rules will be. “More than 150,000 law- 
abiding veterans have already lost their 
constitutional rights — with no due pro- 
cess whatsoever — because they con- 
sulted a VA therapist about a traumatic 
incident in Iraq, Afghanistan or the Bal- 
kans,” GOA stated in testimony opposing 
the proposed HHS regulation. Precedent 
set during the Clinton-Bush era allows 
Veteran Administration psychiatrists to 
turn their patients’ names over to NICS. 
GOA Legislative Counsel Michael Ham- 
mond told Human Events in 2013, “By 
virtue of a psychiatrist report, guns may 
be confiscated.” 

In reality, a doctor’s note is not neces- 
sary. Consider the case of Anthony Bon- 
tempo, a 27-year-old Florida Army veter- 
an who called the Veterans Crisis Line late 
one evening in 2012 when he was drinking 
heavily and having suicidal thoughts. In- 
stead of the counseling he expected, Bon- 
tempo got a visit from local police who 
placed him in a psychiatric ward for evalu- 
ation. Despite the fact that Bontempo had 
no court ruling as a “mental defective,” 
police also confiscated all the weapons in 
his house without a warrant. 


~~ 


Juvenile authority: President Obama signs executive orders expanding federal gun control, 
announcing that children frightened by news of school shootings inspired his actions. “Their voices 
should compel us to change,” he said. Should we really make policy based on scared children? 


17 


AP Images 


According to the August 19, 2013, 
Daytona Beach News-Journal, “He did 
not meet the criteria for involuntary treat- 
ment,” so the hospital released Bontempo 
the following day. However, police un- 
lawfully demanded a court order before 
they would return his guns, including his 
grandfather’s irreplaceable World War II 
Japanese Arisaka rifle. Eight months later, 
after a lengthy lawsuit filed on his behalf 
by the gun-rights group Florida Carry, 
Inc., a judge ordered the city to return 
Bontempo’s private property, and only 
then did police acquiesce. 

John Whitehead of the Rutherford Insti- 
tute tells a more chilling story of another 
veteran, 26-year-old Brandon Raub, a dec- 
orated Marine who earned a diagnosis of 
mental illness simply for posting his views 
about government corruption on his Face- 
book page. Secret Service and FBI agents 
showed up one day at his home, where they 
interrogated him about his online posts and 
arrested him without stating a charge or 
reading his Miranda rights. They forcibly 
held him in a VA psychiatric ward where, 
Whitehead said, he was “labeled mentally 
ill for subscribing to so-called “conspirato- 
rial’ views about the government.” Police 
intended to hold him for a month, but seven 
days after his arrest a U.S. circuit court 
judge ordered his immediate release be- 
cause the government had no case. 

Whitehead reported that Raub is one of 
thousands of veterans monitored by the 
Department of Homeland Security under 
its “Operation Vigilant Eagle,” a program 
that targets veterans and other “extremists” 
who dare to “voice their concerns about the 
alarming state of our union and the erosion 
of our freedoms.” Whitehead opined: 


That the government is using the 
charge of mental illness as the means 
by which to immobilize (and disarm) 
these veterans is diabolically brilliant. 
With one stroke of a magistrate’s pen, 
these service men are being declared 
mentally ill, locked away against 
their will, and stripped of their con- 
stitutional rights. Make no mistake, 


these returning veterans are being 
positioned as enemy number one. 


However, veterans are not government’s 
only target. New York’s newest gun- 
grabbing law, the Secure Ammunition 
and Firearms Enforcement Act of 2013, 
or SAFE Act, provides a litmus test for 
Obama’s proposed federal standards. 
Under SAFE, New Yorkers’ firearms may 
be confiscated against their will if they 
seek mental healthcare services or take a 
psychiatric medication. 

Last year, New York State police re- 
voked a firearms license and seized guns 
that belonged to David Lewis of Amherst 
because they mistakenly identified him as 
taking an anti-anxiety prescription med. 
Once they realized their error, Lewis got 
his guns and license back. But the experi- 
ence exposed the state police in a gross 
violation of his privacy rights. On the New 
York Association of Psychiatric Rehabili- 
tation Services website, Lewis’ attorney, 
Jim Tresmond, accused the state “of creat- 
ing a ‘clandestine HIPAA unit’ within the 
Division for Criminal Justice Services, 
charged with examining New York resi- 
dents’ medical records without warrant.” 


California is set to rival New York with 
gun-control discrimination against the 
mentally ill. State lawmakers have pro- 
posed a bill restricting firearm purchases 
by individuals who are merely suspected 
by laymen of having mental health issues. 
“Family members, partners and friends 
would have the ability to alert law en- 
forcement if they believe someone poses 
a threat to themselves [sic] or others,” 
reports the May 27 Los Angeles Times. 
“Law enforcement officers would then be 
able to petition a judge to grant a restrain- 
ing order that could prohibit possession 
or purchase of a gun.” 

The bill is California’s knee-jerk reac- 
tion to Elliot Rodger’s murderous rampage 
in May at the University of California at 
Santa Barbara. Little attention is given to 
the fact that Rodger used a knife to kill 
three of his victims and ran over another 
four people with his car, but media harp 
on his extensive history of mental illness 
and the firearms that he used to kill four 
people, including himself. He legally 
owned those guns in a state ranked num- 
ber one for the strictest gun control laws 
in the country by the Brady Campaign to 
Prevent Gun Violence and the Law Center 
to Prevent Gun Violence. 

The usual demands for increased gun 
control following such a heinous crime 
resound in the media. Rodger’s heinous 
crime raised the expected hue and cry 
from mass media for stricter gun control. 


Pleading the Second: Thousands of New Yorkers protest Governor Andrew Cuomo’s misnamed 
S.A.F.E. Act, which allows the state to revoke pistol permits of law-abiding individuals who seek 


treatment for anxiety or depression. 
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All drugs used to treat mental conditions 
bear U.S. Food and Drug Administration 
(FDA) black box warnings about their 
horrifyingly common side effects of ag- 
gression and suicidal/homicidal behavior. 
However, it was Rodger himself who 
spelled out the solution to the problem of 
mass murderers, and it has nothing to do 
with tougher gun laws or mental health 
therapy. In the 141-page “manifesto” he 
wrote, meticulously planning the massacre, 
he made it “clear that he feared someone 
with a gun could stop him before he was 
able to kill a lot of people.” He even re- 
jected certain areas because of the number 
of armed policemen who would likely be 
present. Dr. John R. Lott, Jr. made this point 
at FoxNews.com, remarking that the cam- 
pus where Rodger chose to launch his dead- 
ly assault “‘is essentially a gun-free zone.” 


The DSM 

The newly proposed HHS and ATF regula- 
tions are poised to turn most of the country 
into a gun-free zone as well, a simple feat 
considering the modern epidemic of men- 
tal illness. Recent years have witnessed 
an enormous increase in both the number 
of loosely defined psychiatric diseases 
and individuals diagnosed with them. 
Psychiatric diagnoses are based solely on 
a subjective judgment of the diagnosing 
physician and are labeled according to dis- 
order monikers approved by the American 
Psychiatric Association (APA) in its Di- 
agnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental 
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Disorders (DSM). Now in its fifth edition, 
this book has changed remarkably since 
first published in 1952, when it included 
homosexuality as a “sociopathic person- 
ality disturbance.” Homosexual activists 
forced that diagnosis to be expunged in 
1974, illustrating psychiatry’s susceptibil- 
ity to political pressure and cultural bias. 

“There are no objective tests in psychia- 
try — no X-ray, laboratory, or exam find- 
ing that says definitively that someone does 
or does not have a mental disorder,” wrote 
psychiatrist Allen Frances in 2010 for Psy- 
chology Today. Frances, who chaired the 
task force responsible for DSM’s fourth 
edition, notes, “What is diagnosed as men- 
tal disorder is very sensitive to professional 
and social contextual forces.” 

Now that DSM includes 312 approved 
diagnoses, including hoarding, caffeine 
withdrawal, and Internet gaming disorder, 
there are few people, including children, 
who could not be diagnosed with mental 
illness and reported to NICS. Writing for 
ABC News in 2011, psychiatrist Stefan 
Kruszewski offered the example: “Virtually 
anyone at any given time can meet the crite- 
ria for bipolar disorder or ADHD. Anyone.” 

In 2011, there were 6.4 million children 
diagnosed with ADHD (attention deficit 
hyperactivity disorder), and the Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention re- 
ports a sharp upward trend in this number 
annually. The National Institute of Mental 
Health describes a similar development 
in childhood bipolar disorder. If Obama 


Perception vs. reality: Research proves that 
people with mental illness are more likely to 
be victims of violence than perpetrators of 
crime, though media and movies sway public 
perception to the contrary. 


gets his way, every child labeled with one 
of those diagnoses could be reported to 
NICS and lose his Second Amendment- 
guaranteed rights once he reaches the age 
of majority. 


Communist Psychiatry 

Is Obama exploiting the fluidity and pro- 
liferation of psychiatric diagnoses to for- 
ward his anti-gun agenda and disarm the 
populace? He wouldn’t be the first to do 
so. Political psychiatric abuse is a com- 
mon tactic of dictatorial regimes, notori- 
ous for their systematic use of this volatile 
science to stifle opposition. 

“Historically seen, using psychia- 
try as a means of repression has been a 
particular favorite of Socialist-oriented 
regimes,” wrote Robert van Voren in his 
2010 article “Political Abuse of Psychia- 
try — An Historical Overview,” pub- 
lished in Schizophrenia Bulletin. Years 
of controversy over this oppressive 
practice in the USSR gave birth to the 
International Association on the Political 
Use of Psychiatry (IAPUP) in 1980, of 
which van Voren was a founding mem- 
ber. IAPUP investigations revealed that 
the USSR had incarcerated roughly one- 
third of its political dissidents in psychi- 
atric hospitals, using medicine to repress, 
intimidate, and torture. The transforming 
agent of Soviet psychiatry was Dr. Andrei 
Snezhnevsky, who coined the diagnosis 
“sluggish schizophrenia” and applied it 
to people with symptoms such as “reform 
delusions,” “struggle for the truth,” and 
“perseverance.” According to Carl Ger- 
shman, writing in the scientific journal 
Society in 1984, the term was so hazy that 
virtually anyone could meet the criteria 
for diagnosis. Anyone. 

During its first two decades IAPUP, 
now known as the Global Initiative on 
Psychiatry (GIP), investigated similar ac- 
cusations of oppressive exploitation in a 
vast array of countries: Romania, Czecho- 
slovakia, Yugoslavia, Eastern Germany, 
Hungary, Bulgaria, South Africa, Chile, 
Argentina, Cuba, and The Netherlands. 
GIP reports an apparent decline in psychi- 
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Psychiatric torture: Since the 1990s, the Chinese government has abused followers of the Falun 
Gong spiritual movement, branding them insane and incarcerating them in mental asylums where 
they are tortured with psychiatric drugs. 


atric-political abuse in recent years, except 
in the People’s Republic of China where, 
according to van Voren, the exploitation 
seems “to be even more extensive than in 
the Soviet Union in the 1970s and 1980s.” 

Since the early days of Chinese Com- 
munism, the government has charged dis- 
sidents with “counterrevolution,” declared 
them to be “not responsible” and forcibly 
committed them in a system of maximum- 
security forensic hospitals known as An- 
kang. The practice is still alive and well, 
though the accusation of counterrevolution 
has given way to “the less politically sound- 
ing charge of ‘endangering state security,’” 
according to Dr. Robin Munro, research 
director of the China Labour Bulletin and 
a prolific writer on the history of Chinese 
political misuse of psychiatry. He testified 
before Congress, protesting that country as 
host for the 2008 Olympic Games due to 
unrestrained human rights abuses. 

In a 2005 report on the Ankang, Munro 
relates the case of Wang Wanxing, who 
spent more than 13 years in forensic 
psychiatric hospitals in retribution for 
unfurling a banner in Tiananmen Square 


on the third anniversary of the 1989 stu- 
dent protests. Officials released him in 
1999 under pressure from international 
human rights organizations. But when 
they discovered he was planning a press 
conference with foreign journalists, po- 
lice immediately threw Wang back in the 
Beijing Ankang where he would spend 
six more terrifying years being tortured 
and forcibly drugged. 

China’s first mental health act came 
into force in 2013 after its adoption of the 
UN Convention on the Rights of Persons 
with Disabilities. However, the interna- 
tional activist organization Human Rights 
Watch (HRW) condemns the new law for, 
among other shortcomings, failing to pre- 
vent involuntary, arbitrary detention such 
as Wang’s. HRW said people can still be 
forcibly committed to psychiatric hospi- 
tals merely on the opinion of psychiatrists. 
“The law does not provide any further 
details or definitions on what constitutes 
risk, or how serious risk must be to justify 
forcible measures,” reports HRW. 

Disturbingly, these same criticisms can 
be leveled at U.S. gun control law, and 


especially at Obama’s new proposals. 
Even more alarming is the fact that the 
Chinese scenario could easily play out in 
the United States, except instead of being 
locked up in a psych ward, any U.S. citi- 
zen deemed “irresponsible” by merit of a 
concocted APA diagnosis could have his 
guns confiscated in the name of ensuring 
public safety. 


Violence and Mental Illness 

Official misuse of psychiatry is particu- 
larly scandalous since it exploits an er- 
roneous public perception that mental ill- 
ness causes violence. Harvard University 
reported in 2011 that 60 percent of Amer- 
icans think schizophrenia makes people 
more likely to hurt others, while 32 per- 
cent think major depression is a common 
source of aggression. 

On the contrary, research consistently 
shows that mental illness does not usually 
spawn violence. In February 2013, the Uni- 
versity of Washington’s Alcohol & Drug 
Abuse Institute (ADAJ) published results 
of a meta-analysis investigating the rela- 
tion of substance abuse and mental illness 
to gun violence. It reported a significant as- 
sociation between gun crime and alcohol or 
drug use, but no such correlation with men- 
tal illness. Surprisingly, researchers also 
identified no relation between diagnosed 
mental illness and suicide, though alcohol 
and drugs — both illicit and prescription — 
are correlated with self-harm. 

Furthermore, it revealed a noteworthy 
link regarding victims of violence. ADAI 
reported that people with mental illness 
are between five and nine times more like- 
ly than the general population to be mur- 
dered. Findings from a 2012 study pub- 
lished in The Lancet agree. Adults with 
disabilities “are at higher risk of violence 
than non-disabled adults,” and the report 
called those with mental illness “particu- 
larly vulnerable.” Yet Obama’s proposed 
rules invalidly profile those with mental 
illness as perpetrators rather than victims 
of crime. 

A few of the studies cited in the ADAI 
analysis disagree with the conclusion that 
mental illness is unrelated to gun violence. 
They found instead a disproportionate 
number of firearm suicides and homicides 
linked to psychiatric problems. However, 
these studies failed to make an important 
distinction about whether the precipitating 
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factor in such cases is mental illness, sub- 
stance abuse, or adverse effects of psychi- 
atric medication. As stated earlier, all pre- 
scription drugs used to treat mental illness 
carry an FDA black box warning about 
frighteningly common, life-threatening 
side effects of suicidal and homicidal be- 
havior. Judging from ADAI’s overall con- 
clusion, likely culprits in mental illness- 
related gun violence are psych meds and 
substance abuse. 

Writing for the Rand Corporation in 
January, senior behavioral scientist Terry 
Schell noted, “By comparison, gender, 
geographic region and race are all better 
predictors of gun violence than mental 
health.” Schell also affirmed the inabil- 
ity of current science to correctly predict 
which psychiatric patients will commit 
violent acts. “As a field, we are not able to 
identify individuals who are likely to use 
guns against others on the basis of their 
mental health,” he wrote, “nor do we have 
any evidence-based treatments to reduce 
the likelihood of violence.” 

Following the Fort Hood, Texas, shoot- 
ing in April, forensic psychiatrist Dr. 
Thomas Grieger, a litigation consultant 
for the U.S. Military Courts Martial, con- 
firmed these claims in an NPR interview. 
“Acts of extreme violence and acts against 
yourself,” he explained, “are so infrequent 
that it really becomes almost impossible to 
predict when any individual or situation is 
going to escalate to that.” 

Regardless, mental health prohibitions 
to gun ownership have done nothing 
to reduce rates of suicide or homicide. 
So say attorneys Lawrence Gostin and 
Katherine Record in their 2011 edito- 
rial “Dangerous People or Dangerous 
Weapons: Access to Firearms for Per- 
sons with Mental Illness,” published in 
the Journal of the American Medical As- 
sociation. Though they argue for tighter 
gun control, they point out an important 
distinction by condemning current laws 
for regulating people rather than things. 
They state that this poses a gross viola- 
tion of individual rights and threatens 
public safety. Health-based exclusions 
can deter individuals from seeking ap- 
propriate treatment, turning healthcare 
providers into agents of the state. They 
can also discourage people from patron- 
izing licensed gun dealers, who must 
fully disclose their customers’ personal 
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Mass murder, anyone? Violent video games such as School Shooter: North American Tour 2012 
put virtual guns into gamers’ hands so that they can play out their bloodbath fantasies on screen. 


information to NICS. Furthermore, Gos- 
tin and Record acknowledge, “Research 
shows that unless a person with mental 
illness also has a comorbid substance 
abuse or has a history of violence, he or 
she is no more likely to be violent than 
anyone else, even if recently discharged 
from an institution.” 


Lessons From History 
Is Obama aware that mental illness is no 
harbinger of gun violence? If not, his ig- 
norance is inexcusable since he is framing 
public policy based on it. Regardless, he is 
traitorously violating the Constitution he 
swore to uphold, taking advantage of er- 
roneous public opinion and tragic public 
ignorance of history to destroy a funda- 
mental right. “When people are denied the 
right to keep and bear arms it is the first 
major step toward the top-down control of 
the people by their government,” said Ar- 
thur R. Thompson, CEO of The John Birch 
Society. “At that point the criminals rule the 
neighborhood and the capital. They always 
will charge that those who desire personal 
arms are maniacs.” 

Government-imposed gun control is 
nothing new. Sir William Blackstone 
(1723-1780) was the renowned English 
jurist whose Commentaries on the Laws 
of England played 
a formative role in 
United States law 
and greatly influ- 
enced our nation’s 
Founding Fathers. 
In remarks on the 
British hunting laws 
of his day, he wrote 
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“that the prevention of popular insurrec- 
tions and resistence [sic] to government 
by disarming the bulk of the people is a 
reason oftener meant than avowed by the 
makers of the forest and game laws.” 

Blackstone’s protégé, Virginia state 
judge St. George Tucker, wrote a U.S. 
version of the Commentaries in 1803. He 
included a brief but comprehensive ex- 
position on the importance of preserving 
the Second Amendment inviolate. It is a 
vital lesson Americans must heed or else 
condemn themselves to repeat the errors 
of the past: 


The right of the people to keep and 
bear arms shall not be infringed, and 
this without any qualification as to 
their condition or degree.... This may 
be considered as the true palladium 
of liberty.... The right of self-defense 
is the first law of nature; in most 
governments it has been the study of 
rulers to confine this right within the 
narrowest limits possible. Whenever 
standing armies are kept up, and the 
right of the people to keep and bear 
arms is, under any color or pretext 
whatsoever, prohibited, liberty, if not 
already annihilated, is on the brink of 
destruction. Mi 
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“New World Order’ 


Prolific author and member of America’s elite Robert Kagan pled for America to continue 
on the path of a U.S.-empowered “new world order’ — as we have done for 70 years. 


Man of the world: Like so many internationalists, Robert Kagan 
portrays American foreign policy in messianic, global terms. Instead 
of acknowledging the limits of state power and supporting non- 
interventionism, he expects the U.S. government to remake the world, 
stamping out what it finds abhorrent, in a vain effort to create a man- 
made, earthbound paradise. 


by Charles Scaliger 


hen Robert Kagan writes, the Powers That Be in New 

\ \ / York and Washington sit up and take notice. A histo- 
rian, policy analyst, contributing editor for the Weekly 

Standard and the New Republic, and columnist for the Washing- 
ton Post, Kagan was also a co-founder (along with William Kris- 
tol) of the Project for the New American Century, a now-defunct 
but formerly highly influential Washington think tank, and is a 
member of the Council on Foreign Relations and a senior fellow 
at the Brookings Institution. Kagan has also served as a foreign 


policy advisor not only to various GOP presidential candidates, 
including, most recently, Mitt Romney, but also to former Sec- 
retary of State Hillary Clinton. And in addition to his impec- 
cable credentials and establishment connections, Kagan is also a 
prolific and graceful writer, producing very readable books and 
articles at regular intervals that focus on the role of the United 
States in the “new world order” (his terminology). 

Kagan’s 2003 book Of Paradise and Power: America and Eu- 
rope in the New World Order attracted considerable attention for 
its analysis of the differing approaches of the United States and 
Europe in projecting power worldwide, claiming that Americans 
tend to favor problem-solving through force, whereas Europe 
preferred peaceful negotiation. “America is from Mars and Eu- 
ropeans are from Venus,” Kagan wrote at the time. 

More recently, Kagan’s 2012 article in the New Republic en- 
titled “Not Fade Away: The Myth of American Decline” drew 
plaudits from President Obama and even a rapturous, point- 
by-point endorsement by the president in a meeting with select 
members of the media shortly before the 2012 State of the Union 
address. Wrote Foreign Policy s Josh Rogin, “Obama liked Ka- 
gan’s article so much that he spent more than 10 minutes talking 
about it in the meeting, going over its arguments paragraph by 
paragraph, National Security Council spokesman Tommy Vietor 
confirmed.” 

Neocon Kagan is, in other words, one of the modern American 
Establishment’s most revered mouthpieces. Like Walter Lippmann 
(founder of the New Republic), George Kennan, Richard Gardner, 
and other unapologetic 20th-century American defenders of glob- 
alism, Kagan has lent his considerable rhetorical skill to defending 
and defining the terms of debate regarding the new world order. 

Kagan’s latest pronunciamento, “Superpowers Don’t Get to 
Retire: What Our Tired Country Still Owes the World,” also 
from the pages of the New Republic, is an effort to remind the 
American Establishment, in a time of waning national economic 
and military fortunes and growing popular distaste for the 21st- 
century version of American globalist policymaking, what the 
aims of the post-World War II world order really are. 

Laments Kagan at the article’s outset: 


Almost 70 years ago, a new world order was born from the 
rubble of World War II, built by and around the power of 
the United States. Today that world order shows signs of 
cracking, and perhaps even collapsing. The Russia-Ukraine 
and Syria crises, and the world’s tepid response, the general 
upheaval in the greater Middle East and North Africa, the 
growing nationalist and great-power tensions in East Asia, the 
worldwide advance of autocracy and retreat of democracy — 
taken individually, these problems are neither unprecedented 
nor unmanageable. But collectively they are a sign that some- 
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thing is changing, and perhaps more 
quickly than we may imagine. They 
may signal a transition into a different 
world order or into a world disorder of 
a kind not seen since the 1930s. 


The problem is not, according to Kagan, 
that America is no longer equal to the task 
of maintaining global economic, finan- 
cial, and military order; it is instead that 
Americans (and many of their political 
leaders) have grown weary of the burden, 
and “have either forgotten or rejected the 
assumptions that undergirded American 
foreign policy for the past seven decades.” 
As aresult, “American foreign policy may 
be moving away from the sense of global 
responsibility that equated American in- 
terests with the interests of many others 
around the world and back toward the de- 
fense of narrower, more parochial national 
interests” — an outcome anathema to an 
American Establishment bent on global 
imperium by whatever means necessary. 
While Kagan, in keeping with the tone and 
terminology of earlier writings, declines to 
accuse Americans of “isolationism,” his 
is nevertheless a plea for re-engagement 
in the affairs of the world, from the Mid- 
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dle East to the Far East, lest the alleged 
Hobbesian chaos of the pre-Pax Ameri- 
cana world once again rear its ugly head. 


One Part Right 

Americans have never been “isolation- 
ist,” Kagan correctly notes. Instead, prior 
to the Second World War, American vot- 
ers and policymakers were motivated by 
pragmatic concerns, believing that the rest 
of the world could take care of its own 
problems and that, while trade, travel, and 
other forms of peaceful exchange with the 
rest of the world had always been advan- 
tageous to the United States, involvement 
in foreign wars and other broils was not. 
Far from the “isolationist” caricature pro- 
pounded by many internationalists during 
and after World War II (a label suited to, 
say, Tokugawa Japan or to modern North 
Korea), Americans have always had a 
bent for travel and education abroad, and 
for world-spanning commerce. What pre- 
World War II Americans desired was a re- 
turn to the “normalcy” (Kagan’s term, lifted 
from Warren Harding) that preceded World 
War I, an era of unprecedented global com- 
merce largely free from large-scale warfare. 
And this, Kagan argues, can never be again 


Out of the frying pan: Although Western Europe has not seen a war since the inception of the 
United Nations-centered international system that Kagan defends, Europeans have still paid 
dearly, losing independence and freedoms. The recent economic crisis showed Europeans within 
the European Union — the most advanced of all of the regional super-states under the UN being 
built worldwide to dilute national sovereignty — just how little independence they have left when 
they were forced to bail out bankrupt countries such as Greece and Portugal. 


in a world of nuclear weapons, terrorism, 
and permanent financial fragility. 

Kagan expertly surveys changing 
American attitudes toward foreign policy 
between the world wars. On the one side 
were arrayed most of America’s politi- 
cal elites, including the likes of Theodore 
Roosevelt, John Hay, Henry Cabot Lodge, 
Elihu Root, Henry Stimson, Woodrow 
Wilson, and many other internationalists 
who unabashedly favored a new role for 
the United States as global caretaker. On 
the other were most ordinary Americans 
and a handful of enlightened politicians 
and academics, such as presidents Hard- 
ing and Coolidge, Senator Robert Taft, and 
prominent historian Howard K. Beale, who 
clung to the philosophy of limited govern- 
ment espoused by America’s Founders — 
which included a limited foreign policy that 
excluded interference in overseas conflicts 
and intrigues. Kagan gives particular at- 
tention to Senator Taft and historian Beale, 
both of whom presciently warned in the 
1930s that, once committed to solving the 
world’s problems, the United States would 
find herself caught in a web from which she 
could never extricate herself: 


The United States should not range 
“over the world like a knight-errant,” 
Taft admonished, “[protecting] de- 
mocracy and ideals of good faith and 
[tilting] like Don Quixote against the 
windmills of fascism.” Taft insisted 
on seeing the world as it was, not 
as idealists wished it to be.... Taft, a 
thoughtful and intelligent man, had ... 
predicted that, once sent off to the war, 
American forces would never come 
home again. Victory would prove as 
much a curse as a blessing. American 
troops, Taft had warned, “would have 
to police Europe or maintain the bal- 
ance of power there by force of arms” 
indefinitely. Beale had cautioned that, 
if freedom and democracy were the 
goals, as Roosevelt claimed, then 
the United States was going to have 
to “maintain democracy by armed 
force on the Continent of Europe” 
and keep a “navy large enough to es- 
tablish ‘freedom of the seas’ ... on all 
the oceans of the world.” It was a pre- 
scription at once for bankruptcy and 
militarism at home and “unadulterated 
imperialism” abroad. 
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Balkanization: The Clinton administration used the U.S. military to police the fragments of the 
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former Yugoslavia. This required that America rather arbitrarily take sides in a many-sided civil 
war, culminating in the Kosovo War, waged against our staunch World War II allies, the Serbs, 

in support of the Muslim ethnic Albanians of Kosovo. As usual, the real beneficiary was the UN, 
which took control of Kosovo after U.S. forces had served their purpose and presided over the 

transition of Kosovo from Serbian territory to “independent” member of the EU. 


If these men seem uncannily prescient after 
a lapse of seven decades, their arguments 
also failed to carry the day in the 1940s. 
Perhaps they misunderstood or underesti- 
mated the determination and the resources 
of the network that had already taken shape 
in America of internationalist elites bent 
on creating world order. These men — 
John Foster Dulles, Dean Acheson, Henry 
Stimson, Harry Dexter White, Alger Hiss, 
Cordell Hull, and many others like them 
— were not deterred by America’s rejec- 
tion of the League of Nations after World 
War I. Conveniently for those in search of 
a newer, even more devastating pretext to 
set up anew world order (but decidedly in- 
conveniently for many millions of ordinary 
souls), World War II wrought global deso- 
lation on a level that made its predecessor 
conflict seem like the dress rehearsal that 
it was. In the waning months of the war, 
the United Nations and the Bretton Woods 
accord were foisted on an American public 
too war-weary to offer further resistance. In 
the triumphalist terminology of Acheson, 
Americans would now have to “operate in 
a pattern of responsibility which is greater 
than our own interests.” 


Our Policy Since WWII 

In the years after the Second World War, 
two different “takes” emerged regard- 
ing the best path to world government 
— the final outcome of the “new world 
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order” project. One, the darling of Euro- 
pean elites and the self-styled American 
Left, favored the rapid subordination of 
all national institutions to a single global 
authority, the United Nations or a similar 
successor organization. The other, favored 
by the establishment Right in the United 
States and now spearheaded by “neocon- 
servatives” such as Kagan, is that world 
order is best maintained simply by using 
the immense resources of the United 
States — her military and her tax base, in 
particular — for policing the planet; the 
UN, NATO, the WTO, and other such in- 
struments of globalism are, in this view, 
tools to be subordinated to the policy aims 
of American Establishment visionaries. In 
Kagan’s version of postwar history: 


American leaders [after WWII] set 
out to erect and sustain a new order 
that could endure. This time it was to 
be a world order built around Ameri- 
can economic, political, and military 
power. Europeans had proved inca- 


pable of keeping the peace. Asia was 
entirely unstable on its own. Any new 
order would depend on the United 
States. It would become the center of 
a new economic system that would 
encourage open trade and provide 
financial assistance and loans to na- 
tions struggling to stay afloat. It would 
take a substantial and active part in the 
occupation and transformation of the 
defeated powers, ensuring that some 
form of democracy took root in place 
of the dictatorships that had led those 
nations to war. America would also 
have to possess preponderant military 
strength and when necessary deploy 
sufficient power to preserve stability 
and security in Europe, Asia, and the 
Middle East. 


As it turns out, notes Kagan, this transfor- 
mation in American foreign policy proved 
remarkably easy to effect and sustain, 
thanks to the Cold War and the threat of 
nuclear annihilation: 


Justifying everything in terms of the 
anti-communist struggle may have 
been, to borrow Acheson’s phrase, 
“clearer than truth,” but it worked. 
Fear of communism, combined with 
fear of the Soviet Union as a geopoliti- 
cal threat, allowed a majority of Amer- 
icans and American policymakers to 
view practically any policy directed 
against communist forces, or even 
against suspected communist forces, 
anywhere in the world as directly serv- 
ing the nation’s vital interests. 


With the Cold War mentality still firmly 
entrenched in the early ’90s, President 
Bush’s Gulf War coalition against a threat 
unconnected with the Soviet Union and 
communist expansionism encountered 
scant popular resistance. After the end of 
the Cold War, the economic expansion of 
the 1990s furnished financial cover for the 


Kagan’s 2012 article in the New Republic 
entitled “Not Fade Away: The Myth of American 
Decline” drew plaudits from President 

Obama and even a rapturous, point-by-point 
endorsement by the president. 
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various U.S. military adventures during 
the Clinton years in the former Yugosla- 
via, in Haiti, in the Sudan, and in the Mid- 
dle East. The terrorist attacks of 9/11 gave 
the American Establishment a convenient 
new global enemy and justification for yet 
another round of military adventurism in 
the Middle East and elsewhere. 

But now, with the bill coming due for a 
trillion-dollar war and occupation of Iraq 
— an effort that the recent military success 
of Sunni fundamentalists in Iraq threatens 
to nullify completely — and the prospect 
for a similar collapse in post-U.S.-occupa- 
tion Afghanistan, Americans are perceiving 
that, as with Vietnam and Korea in previous 
generations, our high-minded militarism all 
over the world has cost lives and fortune 
while conferring few benefits. Add to that 
the unprecedented levels of debt that now 
hold our nation captive, and citizens of “the 
indispensable nation” are becoming disil- 
lusioned with global hegemony. 

But Kagan dismisses any such objec- 
tions, claiming that, whatever the costs, 
America must hold fast to her role as glob- 
al savior. Holding up the era of American 
global domination as an exemplar of peace 
and stability in comparison to what preced- 
ed it (a characterization that the Vietnamese 
and the citizens of many African and Latin 
American Cold War pawns might dispute), 
Kagan insists that a continuation of this 
version of the new world order is worth 
any sacrifice on the part of Americans. In a 
flight of alarmist rhetoric, Kagan ponders a 
new-world-order-less world: 


Could the United States survive if 
Syria remains under the control of 
Assad or, more likely, disintegrates 
into a chaos of territories, some of 
which will be controlled by jihadi 
terrorists? Could it survive if Iran 
acquires a nuclear weapon, and if 
in turn Saudi Arabia, Turkey, and 
Egypt acquire nuclear weapons? Or 
if North Korea launches a war on the 
South? Could it survive in a world 
where China dominates much of 
East Asia, or where China and Japan 
resume their old conflict? Could it 
survive in a world where Russia 
dominates Eastern Europe, includ- 
ing not only Ukraine but the Baltic 
states and perhaps even Poland? Of 
course it could. From the point of 
view of strict “necessity” and nar- 
row national interest, the United 
States could survive all of this.... 
As in the past, Americans will be 
among the last to suffer grievously 
from a breakdown of world order. 
And by the time they do feel the ef- 
fects, it may be very late in the day. 


And he concludes ominously: 


Perhaps Americans can be inspired 
in this way again, without ... an 
attack on their homeland. But this 
time they will not have 20 years to 
decide [like Americans between the 
world wars]. The world will change 
much more quickly than they imag- 
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ine. And there is no democratic su- 
perpower waiting in the wings to 
save the world if this democratic 
superpower falters. 


Such a Success? 

It is important to remember the real agen- 
da behind the rosy rhetoric of flourish- 
ing economies and the proliferation of 
“democracy” over the last few decades. 
While it is true that many countries enjoy 
greater freedom now, in the post-Cold 
War world, and that many formerly im- 
poverished “Third World” basket cases 
such as Brazil, Malaysia, and many other 
countries in Asia and Latin America are 
now seeing standards of living surge, all 
of this has come at a cost. For one thing, 
Europe — which Kagan touts as the new 
world order’s greatest success story — is 
now corralled into the European Union, 
with most of her political and economic 
sovereignty now subordinated to a conti- 
nent-wide super-state and European Cen- 
tral Bank. The Islamic world is in a worse 
state than ever, as is much of the African 
continent. Communist rule continues un- 
abated for over a billion Chinese. And 
the United States itself — that bastion 
of “liberal democracy” rhapsodized by 
Kagan — is drowning in debt and rapid- 
ly transforming into a police state where 
the rights protected by the Bill of Rights 
have been all but abandoned in the name 
of fighting terrorism. 

The reader can only wonder what 
non-democratic power or entity is being 
primed to fill the vacuum left by an Amer- 
ica whose decline is being engineered by 
those who want a new world order on 
more truly globalist terms. The transfor- 
mation of the United States into a socialist 
country hamstrung by debt and kept under 
control by all-powerful, all-seeing police 
and military, is but a benign precursor 
to the type of finished product that new 
world orderites of every stripe — Kagan 
probably included — would welcome. 


Endless war for endless peace: As |raq’s 
recent descent into civil war has shown, 
America is no more adept at enforcing peace 
by military conquest than any other imperial 
power before her. Empire-building costs 
money, and Americans are now left with more 
than a trillion dollars in bills to pay for yet 
another futile war. 
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The Anti-Federalist Papers 


‘A look at the clashes and compromises that gave birth to our form 
of government. (2003ed, 406pp, pb, $7.99) BKAFP 


The Federalist Papers 
A brilliant defense of the Constitution of the United States by 
Alexander Hamilton, James Madison, and John Jay. (1999ed, 
606pp, pb, $6.99) BKFP 


Colonial Origins of the American Constitution 
“Local government in colonial America was the seedbed of 
American constitutionalism.’ So begins the introductory essay to 
this landmark collection of 80 documents created by American 
colonists that are the genesis of American fundamental law and 
constitutionalism. (1998, 396pp, pb, $14.95) BKCOAC 


Miracle at Philadelphia 


Catherine Drinker Bowen rediscovers the timeless story of the 
Constitutional Convention of 1787. (1986ed, 346pp, pb, $16.95) BKMP 


View of the Constitution of the United States 
Published in 1803 by a distinguished patriot and jurist, View of the 
Constitution of the United States represents the earliest extended 
commentary on the U.S. Constitution and Bill of Rights. Written 
from the perspective that the federal government is an agent of 
a sovereign people, St. George Tucker’s work continues to add to 
our understanding of the Founding Fathers’ original intentions. 
(1999ed, 478pp, pb, $14.95) BKVCUS 


How the Compact for America 
Threatens the Constitution — Reprint 


The constitutional convention (con-con) proposed by the 
Compact for America Initiative would pose an unacceptably 
high risk of damage to the Constitution. This reprint provides 
the information needed to defeat this new con-con initiative in 
state legislatures and Congress. (2013, 8 pp., 1/$0.50; 25/$10.00; 
100/$35.00; 1,000/$300.00) RPCFA 


A More Perfect Union 
This motion picture does an admirable job of dramatizing the 
events of the Constitutional Convention of 1787. (2006, 120min, 
cased DVD, $19.95) DVDAMPU 
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A Congressional Scorecard Based on the U.S. Constitution 


Gaseous emissions: The Environmental Protection Agency, repeating the now almost-entirely 
discredited claim that human-released CO, will cause the world to warm disastrously, is limiting CO, 
emissions from power plants. The House passed legislation to try to end the EPA's misguided efforts. 
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on the U.S. Constitution” rates congressmen based on 

their adherence to constitutional principles of limited 
government, fiscal responsibility, national sovereignty, and a tradi- 
tional foreign policy of avoiding foreign entanglements. To learn 
how any representative or senator voted on the key measures de- 
scribed herein, look him or her up in the vote charts. 

The scores are derived by dividing a congressman’s constitutional 
votes (pluses) by the total number he cast (pluses and minuses) and 
multiplying by 100. 

The average House score for this index (votes 21-30) is 39 per- 
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Our third look at the 113th Congress shows 
how every member of the House and Senate 
voted on key issues, such as the debt limit, 
farm and food programs, indefinite military 
detention (House), and the minimum wage 
(Senate). 


2 Budget Agreement. During con- 

sideration of the Budget Agreement 
for fiscal 2014 (House Joint Resolution 59), 
Rep. Paul Ryan (R-Wis.) moved that the 
House concur with the Senate version of 
the fiscal 2014 continuing resolution (H. J. 
Res 59) that would increase the discretion- 
ary spending caps for fiscal 2014 and 2015 
to $1.012 trillion and $1.014 trillion, respec- 
tively. This represents an increase of $26 
billion for 2014 and $19 billion for 2015. 
Furthermore, this amounts to the elimina- 
tion of $63 billion in sequester cuts for 2014 
and 2015. Rep. Justin Amash (R-Mich.) ex- 
plained his no vote on this budget agreement 
in a Facebook post for December 24, 2013: 
“Instead of real compromise to reform the 
biggest budget items contributing to our 
$17 trillion debt — Social Security, military 
spending, and Medicare — the bill increases 
federal spending for special interests by tens 
of billions of dollars and pays for it by rais- 
ing taxes on millions of Americans.” 
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cent, and the average Senate score is 28 percent. In the House, seven 
representatives earned 100 percent; in the Senate, the highest score 
is 89 percent. We encourage readers to examine how their own con- 
gressmen voted on each of the 10 key measures, as well as overall. 
We also encourage readers to commend legislators for their consti- 
tutional votes and to urge improvement where needed. 

This is our third index for the 113th Congress. Our first index 
for the current Congress appeared in our July 22, 2013 issue, and 
our second index appeared in our January 6, 2014 issue. An online 
version of the “Freedom Index” is also available (click on “Voting 
Index” at TheNewAmerican.com). Mf 
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Votes: 21-30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 1-30 Votes: 21-30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 1-30 
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6 Bachus, S. (R ) 40% - - + - + + + - - - 43% | 38 Sénchez,Linda(D) 40% + - - + - - = = + + 40% 
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5 Salmon ®) A I os eee eS ee 48 Rohrabacher (R) 89% + + + + + + + 2 - + 90% 
6 Schweikert (R ) Sys ge ae Ho Se OY 49 Issa (R) rt Sean Gi ae es amr 
7 Pastor (D ) ee ee a ee rey ee ee 
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ARKANSAS 53 Davis, S. (D) WW 2 2 = = = a ee 
1 Crawford (R) BOs db i) eee =e 59% COLORADO 
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9 McNerney (D ) 20% - - - - = - - = + + 17% - 5 
10 Denham (R) 40% - - + - + + # - = = 47% > Esty) Ss ees ae Se 
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14 Speier (D ) 30% - - - + - - 5 tt + 39% 1 Miller, J. (R) Wh, es 2 6 8 = = 3 Soy 
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The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a rep. did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If a rep. cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 22, 24, and 26. 
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The House concurred with the Senate 
version of the Budget Resolution on De- 
cember 12, 2013 by a vote of 332 to 94 
(Roll Call 640). We have assigned pluses 
to the nays because with this budget agree- 
ment Congress is failing to address its fis- 
cally and constitutionally irresponsible 
budgeting and appropriating process that 
is currently yielding annual federal deficits 
measured in the hundreds of billions of dol- 
lars that contribute directly to the dramatic 
growth of our $17 trillion national debt. 
2 Omnibus Appropriations. Dur- 

ing consideration of the omnibus 
appropriations bill (H.R. 3547), Rep. Hal 
Rogers (R-Ky.) moved that the House con- 
cur with the Senate version of the bill that 
would provide about $1.1 trillion in dis- 
cretionary spending in fiscal 2014 for the 
following federal departments and agen- 
cies: Agriculture ($20.9 billion), Com- 
merce-Justice-Science ($51.6 billion), 
Defense ($572 billion), overseas contin- 
gency operations associated with the war 
in Afghanistan and other counterterrorism 
operations ($85.2 billion), Energy-Water 
($34.1 billion), Financial Services ($21.9 
billion), Homeland Security ($39.3 bil- 
lion), Interior-Environment ($30.1 bil- 
lion), Labor-HHS-Education ($156.8 bil- 
lion), Legislative Branch ($4.3 billion), 
Military Construction-VA ($73.3 billion), 
State-Foreign Affairs ($49 billion), and 
Transportation-HUD ($50.9 billion). The 
legislation satisfies the $1.012 trillion cap 
on discretionary spending established by 
the December budget deal, which had 
repealed a portion of sequestration cuts 
provided by the 2011 debt limit law. This 
amounts to a 2.6 percent increase in dis- 
cretionary spending compared to the se- 
quester-reduced level for fiscal 2013. The 
bill also includes $98 billion not subject 
to the budget cap, including funding for 
war-related and anti-terrorism programs, 
as well as disaster relief. 

The House concurred with the Senate 
version of the omnibus appropriations bill 
on January 15, 2014 by a vote of 359 to 67 
(Roll Call 21). We have assigned pluses to 
the nays because with this budget agree- 
ment Congress is failing to address its 
fiscally and constitutionally irresponsible 
budgeting and appropriating process that 
is currently yielding annual federal deficits 
measured in the hundreds of billions of dol- 
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lars that contribute directly to the dramatic 
growth of our $17 trillion national debt. 
2 Abortion Funding. This bill (H.R. 

7) would permanently prohibit any 
federal funding or resources to be used to 
facilitate the coverage or performance of 
an abortion, except in cases involving the 
endangerment of the mother’s life, incest, 
or rape. It would also prohibit abortions 
from being performed at any federal or 
District of Columbia healthcare facility 
and by any physician in the employment 
of the federal government or D.C. 

The House passed H.R. 7 on January 
28, 2014 by a vote of 227 to 188 (Roll Call 
30). We have assigned pluses to the yeas 
not only because the government should 
not be subsidizing the killing of innocent 
human life, but also because there is no 
constitutional authority for the government 
to manage or finance the healthcare sector. 


24iam and Food Programs. This 
bill (H.R. 2642) would reautho- 
rize federal farm and nutrition programs 
through fiscal 2018, including crop subsi- 
dies and the Supplemental Nutrition Assis- 
tance Program, or SNAP, formerly known 
as food stamps. Though this bill is entitled 
the Agriculture Act of 2014, most of the 
funding in the bill is not for agricultural 
programs but for food programs. The Con- 
gressional Budget Office estimated that 
the final version of this legislation (confer- 
ence report) would cost $956 billion over 
10 years, of which $756 billion would be 
for nutrition programs. 


The House passed the conference re- 
port on January 29, 2014 by a vote of 251 
to 166 (Roll Call 31). We have assigned 
pluses to the nays because both farm aid 
and food aid are unconstitutional. The 
food subsidy programs are supposed to 
help the poor, but in practice they have 
done little to lift people out of poverty, 
as evidenced by the growing number of 
recipients of these programs. 


2 Bpent Limit Suspension. This bill 

(S. 540), entitled the “Temporary 
Debt Limit Extension Act,” would sus- 
pend the national debt limit on federal debt 
through March 15, 2015 — the temporary 
aspect of the legislation. But the additional 
debt accumulated between enactment of 
this bill and March 15, 2015 would not be 
“temporary,” since on the following day 
the legislation would automatically re- 
establish the debt limit at a higher level, 
reflecting the additional debt. 

The House passed S. 540 on February 
11, 2014 by a vote of 221 to 201(Roll Call 
61). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because the federal government should live 
within its means, suspending the debt limit 
is even worse than raising it, and most of 
the spending responsible for the ballooning 
national debt is unconstitutional. 

2 EPA Regulations. This bill (H.R. 

3826) would prohibit the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency from issuing, 
implementing, or enforcing any proposed 
tule under the Clean Air Act “that estab- 
lishes a standard of performance for emis- 
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Blotting out babies: Under the Obama administration, the federal government has been increasingly 
using tax money to pay for abortions, though percentages of pro-abortion Americans have recently 
seen record lows, with most Americans deciding abortions are unnecessary or repugnant. 
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sions of any greenhouse gas from any new 
source that is a fossil fuel-fired electric 
utility generating unit” unless such rule 
meets certain requirements as provided in 
this bill. 

The House passed H.R. 3826 on March 
6, 2014 by a vote of 229 to 183 (Roll Call 
106). We have assigned pluses to the yeas 
because restricting greenhouse-gas emis- 
sions would be harmful to the economy, 
carbon dioxide and other greenhouse 
gases are not pollutants, and the federal 
government has no constitutional author- 
ity to limit such emissions. 


"7 Enforcing Existing Laws. This 
Zi bill (H.R. 4138) would authorize 
either the House or Senate, upon adop- 
tion of a resolution, to bring civil action 
charges against the president, the head 
of any department or agency of the Unit- 
ed States, or any other employee of the 
United States who has failed to enforce 
an existing law, policy, program, regula- 
tion, rule, or statute, in violation of the 
president’s constitutional obligation to 
faithfully execute the laws (Article II, 
Section 3). This bill provides that such a 
civil action shall be filed in a U.S. district 
court and shall be heard by a three-judge 
panel. The panel’s decisions would be 
reviewable only by appeal directly to the 
Supreme Court. 

The House passed H.R. 4138 on March 
12, 2014 by a vote of 233 to 181 (Roll Call 
124). We have assigned pluses to the yeas 
because Article I, Section 3 of the Con- 
stitution requires that the president “shall 
take Care that the Laws be faithfully ex- 
ecuted.” When instead the president picks 
and chooses which laws to enforce and 
which to ignore, he is usurping the powers 
of Congress, which under the Constitution 
possesses sole legislative powers. 


4 ne Aid. This bill (H.R. 4152), 
| O as pea by the Senate (see Sen- 
ate vote #27), would provide $150 million 
for direct aid to Ukraine. It would also 
provide for loan guarantees (meaning that 
U.S. taxpayers would be stuck holding 
the bag if the loans are not paid). And it 
would impose sanctions on Russian and 
ex-Ukrainian officials deemed responsible 
for the crisis in the Ukraine. 

The House voted for this legislation on 
April 1, 2014 by a vote of 378 to 34 (Roll 
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Sham saviors: Amidst the unrest in Ukraine, Russia's Vladimir Putin has been vilified as the bad 
guy. Congress plans to send more than $150 million to Ukraine to stave off a takeover by Russia — 
though there's no chance the money will influence Ukraine's future and the United States is broke. 


Call 149). We have assigned pluses to the 
nays because foreign aid is unconstitu- 
tional. The rationale for providing U.S. 
aid to Ukraine is that the country needs 
our assistance to resist Russian hegemony 
and build “democracy.” Yet the oligarchs 
wielding power in Ukraine are hardly 
“democrats,” and (because money is fun- 
gible) U.S. assistance could effectively be 
funneled to Russia in the form of Ukrai- 
nian energy and debt payments. 


f) 70! ndefinite Military Detention. 
CJ During ee of the Na- 
‘ional Defense Authorization Act for fis- 
cal 2015 (NDAA, H.R. 4435), Rep. Adam 
Smith (D-Wash.) introduced an amend- 
ment to prohibit the indefinite military 
detention of any person detained under 
the Authorization for the Use of Military 
Force authority in the United States, its 
territories, or possessions by providing 
immediate transfer to a trial and proceed- 
ings by a court. It also would strike lan- 
guage that would provide for mandatory 
military custody of covered parties. 

The House rejected Smith’s amend- 
ment on May 22, 2014 by a vote of 191 
to 230 (Roll Call 234). We have assigned 
pluses to the yeas because any attempt to 
limit or prohibit indefinite military de- 
tention is desirable, especially since per- 
sons detained may include U.S. citizens. 
Indefinite military detention is a blatant 
violation of the Sixth Amendment, and 
an executive who can wield such pow- 
ers is akin to a monarch or dictator. As 
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Rep. Smith said during consideration of 
the amendment: “That is an enormous 
amount of power to give the Execu- 
tive: to take someone and lock them up 
without due process. It is not necessary. 
This President has not used the authority. 
President George W. Bush did not use it 
after about 2002 and then only ina couple 
of instances. It is not necessary. It is an 
enormous amount of power to grant the 
Executive, and I believe places liberty 
and freedom at risk in this country.” 


2] gy’ Use of Military Force. During 
JU consideration of ite National De- 
fense Authorization Act for fiscal 2015 
(NDAA, H.R. 4435), Rep. Adam Schiff 
(D-Calif.) introduced an amendment to 
sunset the 2001 Authorization for the Use 
of Military Force 12 months after the en- 
actment of the 2015 NDAA. 

The House rejected Schiff’s amend- 
ment on May 22, 2014 by a vote of 191 
to 233 (Roll Call 237). We have assigned 
pluses to the yeas because the Authoriza- 
tion for the Use of Military Force, while 
granted by Congress, gives the president 
almost unlimited powers to invade coun- 
tries, overthrow governments, and assas- 
sinate people under the pretext of waging 
the “war on terror.” Congress essentially 
handed over its constitutional authority to 
declare war to the executive branch, thus 
giving the executive unconstitutional abil- 
ities. Any attempt to end the Authorization 
for the Use of Military Force is a step in 
the right direction. Hi 
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5 Thompson,G.(R) 40% - - + - + + + - - = 57% 25 Williams (R ) G5 = 2 2 4 & + t+ - + = 70% 
6 Gerlach (R ) 40% - - + - + + to - + 47% 26 Burgess (R ) 80% + + + + + + + - = + 77% 
7 Meehan (R ) 30% - - + - - + + - - = 47% 27 Farenthold (R ) AV; 5 2 2 2 # ho es = = (I% 
8 Fitzpatrick (R ) 30% - - + - - + + - - = 48% 28 Cuellar (D ) 30% - - + - - Ae. Se Ge 27% 
9 Shuster (R ) 40% - - + - + to + - = = 57% 29 Green, G. (D ) 22% - - - + - ene et 3296 
10 Marino (R ) 40% - - + - + + + - - = 50% 30 Johnson, E. (D ) 20% +- - - - = - = = + + 23% 
11 Barletta (R ) 40% - - + - + + + - - = 52% 31 Carter (R ) 40% - - + - + + + - + = 47% 
12 Rothfus (R ) 50% - - + + + + + - - - 67% | 32. Sessions, P. (R) 40% - - + - + + + - = = 55% 
13 Schwartz (D ) 0% - - - = = 2? - - ? ? 15% 33 Veasey (D ) 30% - - - + - ee aes 27% 
14 Doyle (D) WY 2 2 a os eos = dh dk SI 34 Vela (D ) 10% - - - - - - = = + = 20% 
15 Dent (R) 30% - - + - = + + - = = 43% 35 Doggett (D ) 30% - - - + - - = = + + 33% 
16 Pitts (R) SO 2 2 a oo ee noo 36 Stockman (R ) 100% + 2? + + + + + 2? + + 96% 
17 Cartwright (D ) 30% - - - + - - = = + + 33% UTAH 
Sah a | ne a a ry 
RHODE ISLAND 2 Stewart (R ) 40% - - + - + + to - = 57% 
1 Cicilline (D ) 44% + - - + = - = 2? + + 38% 3 Chaffetz (R ) 1 rr ae 7g ene sen 5098 
2 Langevin (D ) 20a ee ee 0 4 Matheson (D ) 50% - - + + + t+ - - = + 50% 
SOUTH CAROLINA VERMONT 
1 Sanford (R ) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 92% | AL Welch (D) Sieur arenes mS Pa a eee 
2 Wilson, J. (R) 40% - - + - + + + - - = 53% 
3, Duncan, Jeff (R ) 80% + + + + + + + + - - 80% ven 
4 Gowdy (R) 70% + - + + + + + + - - 73% : Wittnan ®) iL, aie einen: i i en TES 
5 Mulvaney (R ) 80% + - + + + + + + - + 77% 2 Rigell (R) colt ee ara si Sean ese 
6 Clyburn (D) We « 4 4 eS Hoa 4 28 ee BOE 3 Scott, R. (D ) 20% - - - = = ee 1/0 
7 Rice (R) 50% - - + - + b+ te 63% 4 Forbes (R) 40% - - + - + 2 se = = BM 
5 Hurt (R) 40% - - + - + + + - - - 60% 
SOUTH DAKOTA 6 Goodlatte (R ) 40% - - + - + + + - - = 57% 
AL Noem (R) 40% - - + - + t+ + - = = 53% 7 Cantor (R) 30% - - + - ie! aa we ce 40% 
TENNESSEE 8 Moran,James(D) 22% - - - ? - - = = + + 24% 
1 Roe (R) 40% - - + - + + + - = - 60% 9 Griffith (R ) 60% - - + - + + + - + + 73% 
2 Duncan,John(R) 100% + + + + + + + + + + 97% | 10 Wolf(R) 30% - - + - - + + - = - 50% 
3 Heischmann(R) 50% - - + + + + + - - - 60% | 11 Connolly D) 30% - - - + - - = = + + 30% 
4 Desjarlais (R ) 90% + + + + + + + + - + 83% | WASHINGTON 
5 Cooper (D ) 30%. 2 2 = = = 4 _ 2 "#4 __ 95% 1 DelBene (D ) 20% - - - = = - = = + + 27% 
6 Black, D. (R) 40% - - + - + ose se 2. Larsen, R. (D ) 20% - - - - - - et 21% 
7 Blackburn,M.(R) 50% - - + + + i 3 HerreraBeutler(R) 40% - - + - + a 
8 Fincher (R ) 44%  - - + = + + + 2? - = 61% 4 Hastings, D. (R) 30% - - + - = + + - = + 47% 
9 Cohen (D ) 30% <7 2 = = 4 + 37% 5 McMorris Rodgers (R)40% - - + - + t+ + - - = 55% 
TEXAS 6 Kilmer (D ) 20% - - - = = - = et + 23% 
1 Gohmert (R ) 80% + + + + + + + - = + 90% 7 McDermott (D ) DVN ee ese ce ee Re ae Bie 
2 Poe (R) 60% + + + - + + + - - - 73% 8 Reichert (R ) 30% - = + = + + - = = 40% 
3, Johnson, S. (R ) 56% + + + - + P + - = = 54% 9 Smith, Adam(D) 20% - = = + Se Se 
4 Hall (R) 60% + + + - + + t+ - = = 73% 10 Heck, D. (D) 20% - - - = = - = = + + 20% 
5 Hensarling (R ) 50% - - + + + + + - - - 60% | WEST VIRGINIA 
6 Barton (R ) 60% + + + - + + + - = = 63% 1 McKinley (R) S05 #8 = & = & t+ + - - = 53% 
7 Culberson (R ) 40% - - + - + + + - - = 57% 2 Capito (R) 40% - - + - + to + - = = 50% 
8 Brady, K. (R) 40% - - + - + Ht E.R 199% 3 Rahall (D ) 50% - - + - = + + - + + 40% 
9 Green, A. (D ) 33% - - - + - 2 = = + + ae WISCONSIN 
10 McCaul (R ) 40% - - + - + + # - - — 1 Ryan, P. (R) 40% - - + - + bok eee 60% 
11 Conaway (R ) 40% - - + - + oe ee ae Te i i ae Se aa eee 
12 Granger (R ) 40% - - + - + to +o - = = 50% 3 Kind (D) 30% - - - 4 - ee kk BBM 
13. Thornberry (R ) 40% - - + - + + to - = = 50% RGD) 30% - - raat En Go ee EES 
14 Weber ) eg ise ce - 5 Sensenbrenner (R) 70% - + + + + + + - - + 83% 
15 Hinojosa (D ) Pais Se one Rs ec Se 6 Petri (R) GM = &£ 2 s «4 6 hs hw TM 
16 O'Rourke (D ) 40% - - - + - - = + + + 33% 7 Duffy (R) 50% - - + - + + + - 2 2 59% 
17 Flores (R) 40% - - + - + to +4 - = = 57% 8 Ribble (R) (0% 2 #2 2 = & + + - + - 63% 
18 Jackson Lee (D ) 30% - - - + - - = = + + 34% 
19 Neugebauer (R ) 60% + + + - + + + - - = 67% | WYOMING 
AL Lummis (R ) 70% + + + - + + + - - + 70% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a rep. did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If a rep. cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to House vote descriptions on pages 22, 24, and 26. 
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| swear to not care: The Federal Reserve, a private entity, has pumped trillions of dollars into the 
world economy, yet economic activity is weak. Though printing money causes the value of money 
to drop, hurting the poor and elderly, Janet Yellen will continue to push more money creation. 


On December 
18, 2013, the Senate accepted the 
House concurrence in the Senate version 
of H. J. Res. 59, the budget agreement. See 
House vote #21 for more information. 
The Senate agreed to the final version 
of H. J. Res. 59 on December 18, 2013 by 
a vote of 64 to 36 (Roll Call 281). We have 
assigned pluses to the nays because with 
this budget agreement Congress is failing 
to address its fiscally and constitutionally 
irresponsible budgeting and appropriating 
process that is currently yielding annual 
federal deficits measured in the hundreds 
of billions of dollars that contribute di- 
rectly to the dramatic growth of our $17 
trillion national debt. 


On October 

9, 2013, President Obama nominat- 

ed Janet Yellen to succeed Ben Bernanke 
as chair of the Federal Reserve. Having 
served as vice-chair of the Fed since Oc- 
tober 2010, Yellen is closely associated 
with Bernanke’s decision to proceed with 
“QE (Quantitative Easing) unlimited,” 
the Fed’s unlimited purchasing of bonds 
until the market “substantially” improves. 
Yellen’s promotion to chair is a clear indi- 
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cation that the Fed will continue to reck- 
lessly pump trillions of newly created fiat 
(unbacked) dollars into the economy, in 
turn radically expanding the money sup- 
ply and further diminishing the purchas- 
ing power of the dollar to buy goods and 
services, which is especially burdensome 
to the poor and elderly. Furthermore, Yel- 
len’s policy of keeping interest rates ar- 
tificially low will encourage additional 
irresponsible and excessive borrowing, as 
well as malinvestments. 

The Senate confirmed the nomination 
on January 6, 2014 by a vote of 56 to 26 
(Roll Call 1). We have assigned pluses to 
the nays because of the economic havoc, 
caused by inflation, that Yellen contrib- 
uted to as vice-chair and that she intends 
to continue as the new chair of the Fed. 
Furthermore, a central bank, such as the 
Fed, that creates money out of thin air is 
not authorized by the Constitution. 


On 

January 16, 2014, the Senate ac- 
cepted the House concurrence in the 
Senate version of the omnibus appropri- 
ations bill (H.R. 3547), completing con- 
gressional action. H.R. 3547 provides 


about $1.1 trillion in discretionary ap- 
propriations in fiscal 2014 for numer- 
ous federal departments and agencies. 
The legislation satisfies the $1.012 tril- 
lion cap on discretionary spending es- 
tablished by the December budget deal, 
which had repealed a portion of seques- 
tration cuts provided by the 2011 debt 
limit law. This amounts to a 2.6 percent 
increase in discretionary spending com- 
pared to the sequester-reduced level 
for fiscal 2013. See House vote #22 for 
more information. 

The Senate agreed to the final version 
of H.R. 3547 on January 16, 2014 by a 
vote of 72 to 26 (Roll Call 13). We have 
assigned pluses to the nays because with 
this budget agreement Congress is failing 
to address its fiscally and constitutionally 
irresponsible budgeting and appropriat- 
ing process that is currently yielding 
annual federal deficits measured in the 
hundreds of billions of dollars that con- 
tribute directly to the dramatic growth of 
our $17 trillion national debt. 


This 
bill (H.R. 2642) would reautho- 
rize federal farm and nutrition programs 
through fiscal 2018, including crop sub- 
sidies and the Supplemental Nutrition 
Assistance Program, or SNAP, formerly 
known as food stamps. Though this leg- 
islation is entitled the Agriculture Act 
of 2014, most of the funding in the bill 
is not for agricultural programs but for 
food programs. The Congressional Bud- 
get Office estimated that the final version 
of this legislation (conference report) 
would cost $956 billion over 10 years, 
of which $756 billion would be for nutri- 
tion programs. 

The Senate passed the conference re- 
port on February 4, 2014 by a vote of 68 
to 32 (Roll Call 21). We have assigned 
pluses to the nays because both farm aid 
and food aid are unconstitutional. The 
food subsidy programs are supposed to 
help the poor, but in practice they have 
done little to lift people out of poverty, 
as evidenced by the growing number of 
recipients of these programs. (The House 
passed the conference report on January 
29, 2014; see House vote #24.) 
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Senate Vote Scores VY 


Votes: 21-30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 1-30 Votes: 21-30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 1-30 

ALABAMA MAINE 

Shelby (R ) 70% + + - + + - = + + + 73% Collins (R ) 30% - - - + + a 37% 

Sessions, J. (R ) 80% + + + + + - = + + + 83% King, A. (I) 0% - ? - - = - ee ee 11% 
ALASKA MARYLAND 

Murkowski (R ) 30% - - - + + ee 48% Mikulski (D ) 0% - - - - = - = eee 3% 

Begich (D ) 0% = % = = = - eee 19% Cardin (D ) 0% - - - - = a 3% 
ARIZONA MASSACHUSETTS 

McCain (R ) 56% - 2? + + + - = +t + 52% Warren (D ) 1% - ? - + - - ee ee 3% 

Flake (R ) 60% + - + + + - = + + - 67% Markey (D ) W% = ? = + = Seis = 6% 
ARKANSAS MICHIGAN 

Pryor (D ) 0% - - - - = - - = ? | 14% Levin, C. (D ) 0% - - - - - - ee ee 0% 

Boozman (R ) BOM  & = = & ss & YP 2 (HOE Stabenow (D ) OA 2 = = =» « = 5 8 = & 0% 
CALIFORNIA MINNESOTA 

Feinstein (D ) 0% - - - = = - 5 8 ee 3% Klobuchar (D ) 0% - - - = = - = 2 ee 0% 

Boxer (D ) 0% - - - - - - 2 = = = 3% Franken (D ) 0% - - - - - - 2 2 ee 0% 
COLORADO MISSISSIPPI 

Udall, Mark (D ) 0% - - - = - - 2 ef ee 3% Cochran (R ) 50% + + - - + - - + ? ? 57% 

Bennet (D ) 0% - - - - - = 09a te 10% Wicker (R ) 44% + + - = + SS ys 55% 
CONNECTICUT MISSOURI 

Blumenthal (D ) 10% - - - + - - 2 ef ee 7% McCaskill (D ) 0% - - - - - - - ? = ? 4% 

Murphy, C. (D ) 10% - - - + - - oe eee 7% Blunt (R ) 60% + + - - + - = + + + 63% 
DELAWARE MONTANA 

Carper (D ) 0% - - - = = - 5 ef ee 3% Tester (D ) 0% - - - - = - = 2 ee 20% 

Coons (D ) 0% - - - - - - 5 8 ee 3% Walsh (D ) 0% - - = - = 0% 
FLORIDA NEBRASKA 

Nelson (D ) 0% =< = = = & a a 3% Johanns (R ) 60% + + + - + - - + + - 67% 

Rubio (R ) 80% + + + + + - = + + + 77% Fischer (R ) 60% + + + - + - - + + - 67% 
GEORGIA NEVADA 

Chambliss (R ) 25% - - ? - ? - = + + 57% Reid, H. (D ) 10% - - - - - ee 10% 

Isakson (R ) 40% - + - - + - 2 t+ + 60% Heller (R ) RO ch - + - + + 73% 
HAWAIT NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Schatz (D ) 0% - - - = = - 2 ef ee 3% Shaheen (D ) 0% - ? - - - - oe 2 ee 3% 

Hirono (D ) 0% - - - = = oe ee 3% Ayotte (R ) 50% + - - + + - = = + + 60% 
IDAHO NEW JERSEY 

Crapo (R ) 60% + + + - + ee ee 83% Menendez (D ) 0% - - - = - - ee ee 0% 

Risch (R ) 70% + + + - + - - + + + 86% Booker (D ) 10% - - - + - 22 = Ee 9% 
ILLINOIS NEW MEXICO 

Durbin (D ) 0% - ? - - = - eee 0% Udall, T. (D ) 0% - - - - = - ee ee 7% 

Kirk (R ) 40% + - - - + ee ee 2 53% Heinrich (D ) 0% j- - - - - - = eee 10% 
INDIANA NEW YORK 

Coats (R ) 40% + - - - + - - + + - 60% Schumer (D ) 0% 2 # Be 4 oe. ee 3% 

Donnelly (D ) 0% - - - - = og ee ee 13% Gillibrand (D ) 10% - - - + - - ee ee 3% 
IOWA NORTH CAROLINA 

Grassley (R ) 70% + + + + + ee ee 80% Burr (R ) 60% + - + + + - = + + 67% 

Harkin (D ) 0% - ? - - - - 2 8 ee 0% Hagan (D ) 0% -- - - - - - ee ee 13% 
KANSAS NORTH DAKOTA 

Roberts (R ) 80% + + + + + - = + + + 83% Hoeven (R ) 40% - + - - + a ee 50% 

Moran, Jerry (R ) OR s P = = # 2? = + + + 78% Heitkamp (D ) 0% - ? - = - - 2 2 = 14% 
KENTUCKY OHIO 

McConnell (R ) 67% + 2? + - + - = + + + 83% Brown, S. (D ) 0% 8 = oS = a ee 0% 

Paul (R ) 30) Cine nn eee = db db db dh OBOE Portman (R ) 33% - 2 + - + oe 2 6 2 = Sti 
LOUISIANA OKLAHOMA 

Landrieu, M. (D ) 0% - - - - = - = 2 ee 11% Inhofe (R ) 89% + + + + + 2? - + + + 88% 

Vitter (R ) GW & & = = & se dh ck ge TM Coburn (R ) 57% + - 2? + ? Bos 2 & = iN 
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Votes: 21-30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 1-30 Votes: 21-30 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 1-30 

OREGON UTAH 

Wyden (D ) 0% 7% Hatch (R ) 33% - 2? - - - + + 56% 

Merkley (D ) 0% 7% Lee, M. (R ) 89% + + + + + + + 2? 93% 
PENNSYLVANIA VERMONT 

Casey (D ) 10% - - - + = - 7% Leahy (D ) 0% - = - eee 3% 

Toomey (R ) 70% + + + + + + + 77% Sanders (I ) 0% a Ss = ee 3% 
RHODE ISLAND VIRGINIA 

Reed, J. (D ) 10% + 10% Warner (D ) 0% 10% 

Whitehouse (D ) 10% + 10% Kaine (D ) 0% 0% 
SOUTH CAROLINA WASHINGTON 

Graham (R ) 44% + 2? - - + + + 52% Murray (D ) 0% 4% 

Scott, T. (R ) UY de oe + + 2? 86% Cantwell (D ) 0% 3% 
SOUTH DAKOTA WEST VIRGINIA 

Johnson, Tim (D ) 0% = - - - - ee 7% Rockefeller (D ) 0% 3% 

Thune (R ) 67% + 2? + + foo Manchin (D ) 0% 24% 
TENNESSEE WISCONSIN 

Alexander, L. (R ) 40% + - + + + 53% Johnson, R. (R) 60% + + + + a ee 80% 

Corker (R ) 50% + Bo ips 60% Baldwin (D ) 0% Dos = = = 5 8 = « 0% 
TEXAS WYOMING 

Cornyn (R ) 80% + + + + + + + + 86% Enzi (R ) 60% + + + - + + + 80% 

Cruz (R ) 80% + + + + + + + + 90% Barrasso (R ) 70% + + + + + + + 83% 


The scores are derived by dividing the constitutionally correct votes (pluses) by the total number of pluses and minuses and multiplying by 100. (A “?” means a senator did not vote; a “P” 
means he voted “present.” If he cast fewer than five votes in this index, a score is not assigned.) Match numbers at the top of the chart to Senate vote descriptions on pages 29, 31, and 32. 


744 ae Limit Suspension. This bill 
(S. 540), entitled the “Temporary 
Debt Limit Extension Act,” would sus- 
pend the national debt limit on federal debt 
through March 15, 2015 — the temporary 
aspect of the legislation. But the additional 
debt accumulated between enactment of 
this bill and March 15, 2015 would not be 
“temporary,” since on the following day 
the legislation would automatically re- 
establish the debt limit at a higher level, 
reflecting the additional debt. 

The Senate passed S. 540 on February 
12, 2014 by a vote of 55 to 43 (Roll Call 
34). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because the federal government should 
live within its means, suspending the debt 
limit is even worse than raising it, and 
most of the spending responsible for the 
ballooning national debt is unconstitution- 
al. (The House passed this bill on February 


11; see House vote #25.) 
2 Child Care. This bill (S. 1086) 
would reauthorize the Child Care 
and Development Block Grant program 
through fiscal 2020 and would further in- 
stitute new standards for education, health, 
and safety on child care providers that re- 
ceive funds under this program. It would 
also expand the information required from 
states regarding how they will make use of 
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the funds, as well as require that the states 
develop plans that include guidelines for 
training and teaching children from the 
time they are born until they enroll in kin- 
dergarten. The CBO has estimated that 
implementing this bill would cost $16.8 
billion over the 2015-2020 period. 

The Senate passed S. 1086 on March 
13, 2014 by a vote of 96 to 2 (Roll Call 
77). We have assigned pluses to the nays 
because childcare funding is an uncon- 
stitutional activity of the federal govern- 
ment. Just based on the brief description of 
S. 1086 in the above paragraph, it is clear 
that this bill would increase federal over- 
sight of child care and impose national 
standards reminiscent of what the widely 
reviled Common Core State (read Nation- 
al) Standards are doing to K-12 education. 
2 Ukraine Aid. The Senate version 

of this legislation — offered in 
the form of a substitute amendment to 
the House version, H.R. 4152 — would 
provide $150 million for direct aid to 
Ukraine. It would also provide for loan 
guarantees (meaning that the U.S. tax- 
payers would be stuck holding the bag 
if the loans are not paid). And it would 
impose sanctions on Russian and ex- 
Ukrainian officials deemed responsible 
for the crisis in the Ukraine. 


The Senate adopted the substitute 
amendment to H.R. 4152 on March 27, 
2014 by a vote of 98 to 2 (Roll Call 88). 
We have assigned pluses to the nays be- 
cause foreign aid is unconstitutional. 
The rationale for providing U.S. aid to 
Ukraine is that the country needs our as- 
sistance to resist Russian hegemony and 
build “democracy.” Yet the oligarchs 
wielding power in Ukraine are hardly 
“democrats,” and (because money is fun- 
gible) U.S. assistance could effectively 
be funneled to Russia in the form of 
Ukrainian energy and debt payments. 
FA let La Benefits Ex- 

tension. This bill (H.R. 3979) 
was for the extension of unemployment 
benefits through May 31 of 2014. These 
extended benefits were to be paid for by 
adjustments to employers’ pension con- 
tributions and by extending U.S. Cus- 
toms and Border Protection user fees 
through 2024. 

The Senate passed H.R. 3979 on April 
7, 2014 by a vote of 59 to 38 (Roll Call 
101). We have assigned pluses to the 
nays because, by paying people unem- 
ployment benefits, the federal govern- 
ment is essentially subsidizing unem- 
ployment. That the federal government 
does this in the first place is bad enough, 
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but any extension of said benefits is even 
worse. At a time when government debt 
is nearly $17 trillion, paying unemploy- 
ment benefits is fiscally irresponsible. 
Furthermore, the U.S. Constitution no- 
where authorizes the federal govern- 
ment to provide unemployment benefits 
to workers. This type of welfare should 
be handled on the state or local level, if 


handled by the government at all. 
2 Minimum Wage. During consid- 
eration of the bill to increase the 
federal minimum wage from $7.25 to 
$10.10 (S. 2223), Sen. Harry Reid (D- 
Nev.) offered a motion to invoke cloture, 
and thus limit debate, so the bill could 
come up for a vote. 

The Senate rejected Reid’s motion to 
invoke cloture on April 30, 2014 by a 
vote of 54 to 42 (60 votes, three-fifths of 
the full Senate, are needed to invoke clo- 
ture; Roll Call 117). We have assigned 
pluses to the nays because any debate 
on the Senate floor that could prevent 
a federal minimum wage increase is a 
good thing. A federal minimum wage 
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is unconstitutional, since nowhere in 
the Constitution is the federal govern- 
ment authorized to dictate how much 
private businesses pay their employees 
for services performed as part of a pri- 
vate, voluntary contract. Furthermore, 
many studies have demonstrated that 
minimum wage increases always lead 
to more unemployment among the poor 
and unskilled workers, the very people 
whom the wage increase is ostensibly 


intended to help. 
3 Burwell Nomination. On April 
11, 2014, President Obama nomi- 
nated Sylvia Mathews Burwell to succeed 
Kathleen Sebelius as secretary of Health 
and Human Services. One of the most re- 
markable things about Burwell’s résumé is 
that she has served in so many high-level 
positions in government and the non-prof- 
it sector. For example, while serving for 
eight years in the Clinton administration, 
she rose to become deputy chief of staff to 
the president. During her decade serving 
in the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation 
(2001-2011), she was executive vice presi- 
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dent, chief operating officer, and president 
of the Global Development Program. Of 
course, the Gates Foundation is a huge 
financial supporter of pro-abortion orga- 
nizations, such as Planned Parenthood 
Federation of America and International 
Planned Parenthood Federation, and has 
funded the creation of the Common Core 
educational standards. She is also a mem- 
ber of the globalist-minded Council on 
Foreign Relations (CFR), serving on its 
Board of Directors from 2007 to 2013, 
and has been a member of the Trilateral 
Commission. With this network of es- 
tablishment elite connections, Burwell is 
especially well suited to implement the 
unconstitutional, socialistic ObamaCare 
legislation. 

The Senate confirmed the nomination 
on June 5, 2014 by a vote of 78 to 17 (Roll 
Call 175). We have assigned pluses to the 
nays because opposing the nomination 
of such a high-ranking establishment op- 
erative to be point person for implement- 
ing the unconstitutional ObamaCare law 
should be a no-brainer for Constitution- 
supporting senators. Hl 
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Brave Civilian Firefighter 
A very brave man in the Carlsbad neigh- 
borhood of San Diego saved the homes of 
some of his neighbors when he elected to 
help put out several fires, risking his own 
life in the process. 

San Diego 6 News reported one week 
after the fires that devastated the Poin- 
settia Heights area, “Poinsettia Heights 
residents in Carlsbad tell San Diego 
6 they’re grateful for their close knit 
neighborhood.” 

On May 14, Shane Fellows was out 
shopping when he heard there were sever- 
al fires nearby and that they were making 
their way toward his Poinsettia Heights 
neighborhood. Immediately, he headed 
home, managing to get past the police 
barricades. 

“T first ran back and made sure my dog 
was okay, and our house wasn’t on fire, 
and got a hose and started spraying stuff,” 
Fellows said. 

He took note of the firefighters that were 
already working on the bigger fires but 
became concerned when he saw his own 
yard catch fire, as well as flames behind the 
home of his neighbor, Natasha Racicot. 

He used his hose to put out his yard fire 
as well as the fire behind Racicot’s home. 
He also tackled a fire at the home of an- 
other neighbor, Trish Burke. 

“The house would have been gone if it 
weren’t for Shane,” Racicot said. 

“He’s such a hero for our neighbor- 
hood; you know, just being able to keep 
us connected,” said Burke. She added that 
Fellows sent text messages to all the resi- 
dents to help keep them informed about 
their homes while they were kept back by 
authorities from the flames. 

And even those whose homes could not 
be saved that day have much for which to 
thank Fellows. 

One such person is Julia Klyushina. 
Though she lost her home that day, Fel- 
lows managed to save some of her valu- 
ables, including the family’s pet fish. 

Other neighbors were generous as well. 

San Diego 6 stated, “Originally from 
Russia, the Klyushinas have been in the 
United States for two years. She said she 
is not used to this kind of help and is com- 
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pletely overwhelmed by the generosity 
which she said continues to out-pour from 
the community.” 

Julia recalled, “Our neighbors brought 
people from the church and stayed with 
us and helped us pack all of our things. I 
didn’t expect it at all.” 


Surprise Fundraiser 


Newark Police Detective Genaro Ortiz, 
with the help of the local community, 
saw to it that a very special boy would 
have an unforgettable Saturday-morning 
breakfast. 

Jovan “Jovi” Caraballo, 14, of West 
New York has been undergoing bone can- 
cer treatment for weeks. He has been re- 
ceiving antibodies in a clinical trial at Me- 
morial Sloan Kettering Hospital in New 
York. Ortiz and members of Jovi’s local 
community are working diligently to help 
support his needs. 

On June 14, Ortiz dressed up as Jovi’s 
favorite superhero, Batman, and met Jovi 
for breakfast at a Jersey City IHOP. Ortiz 
even went as far as to convert his Chev- 
rolet Camaro into the “Batmobile” for the 
special occasion. 

Even more spectacular is that unbe- 
knownst to Jovi and his mother, Alby 
Acevedo, the breakfast was actually a 
fundraiser, with lots of people, including 
local politicians. Present at the event was 
Jersey City Mayor Steve Fulop, as well as 
Councilmen Daniel Rivera, Joyce Watter- 
man, and Rolando Lavarro, Jr. 

NJ.com reported that the breakfast 
was organized by Copa Maribel, a local 
organization that focuses on fundraisers 
for cancer patients. “It’s nice to be able to 
give back to the community,” said Jeanette 
Fernandez, co-founder of Copa Maribel. 

“Half of all the proceeds collected by the 
Route 440 IHOP between 9 am and | pm on 
Saturday were donated by owners Evaristo 
Veloz and Leo Cubillos to help pay Jovan’s 
medical expenses,” NJ.com wrote. 

The fundraiser was a big surprise for Jovi 
and his mother. “It means a lot to me, that 
they’d do this much for me,” Jovan said. 

His mother added, “This is a blessing. 
We’ve been through so much.” 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


Help for Family 
of Slain New Dad 


Generous donors have helped to raise over 
$15,000 for the Panama City, Florida, 
family of Steven Justin Ayers, who was 
killed during the homecoming of his new- 
born baby. 

Fox News reported, “Ayers and his 
wife Jessica had just brought home their 
3-day-old son, who was born on Father’s 
Day. Family members had gathered for a 
celebration when the shooting occurred.” 

Charles Edward Shisler, 62, who is ac- 
cused of manslaughter and possession of 
a firearm by a felon, claims he accidently 
discharged his gun when he picked it up in 
his home. Shisler’s bullet went into Ayers’ 
home, located approximately 200 feet away. 

To help the family, an account was cre- 
ated for donations, reported the News Her- 
ald of Panama City. The GoFundMe.com 
account raised nearly $16,000 from more 
than 300 donors by 9 a.m. on June 20, ex- 
ceeding the $15,000 goal. 

Also, Panama City radio station WPAP 
92.5 hosted a fundraiser for the family on 
June 23 at Cahall’s Deli. 

To pay homage to Ayers’ love of music, 
which is said to have been one of his pas- 
sions, an event was scheduled for Tues- 
day, July 8 at G. Foley’s, where musicians 
donated their talent for the evening, and 
donors brought baby items and gift card 
donations for the Ayers’ new baby. 

One of Justin’s three younger sisters, Tif- 
fany Ayers of Chipley, stated that the family 
is overwhelmed by the generosity. “We truly 
appreciate the community coming together 
for us,” said Tiffany. “We are very thankful, 
not only for all the donations to help Jessica 
and Jax, but also for the prayers, visits, and 
consideration. We are so blessed to be sur- 
rounded by such good people.” 

And though the family is devastated 
by their tragedy, they said that they wish 
their focus to be on Ayers’ life, not his 
death. “He was such a wonderful, car- 
ing, and loving person,” said Tiffany. “He 
was a godly man with a rock ‘n roll soul 
who loved his family, and once he made a 
friend, that friend was for life.” Hi 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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A solemn Barry Goldwater faces 
the press at Camelback Inn, near 
Phoenix, on Nov. 4, 1964, the 
morning after his crushing defeat 
by President Lyndon Johnson. 


Get Goldwater 


How the Moderates Buried Barry 


Near the advent of mass media in America, Barry 
Goldwater's beliefs were misrepresented by media and 
politicians, leading to his disastrous defeat. 


by Jack Kenny 


he pun was intended, but true. The 
Republican nominee really did enter 
“stage right,” proceeding with his 


wife down an aisle toward the starboard 
side of the stage, amid the circus-like 
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spectacle that always accompanies the 
anointing of the man chosen to occupy the 
world’s most powerful office. Countless 
red, white, and blue balloons descended 
from the rafters to the floor of San Fran- 
cisco’s inelegantly named Cow Palace, so 
many that security officials rushed about 


stomping on them and clearing the aisles 
of the patriotic debris. Delegates and par- 
tisans in the gallery roared their approval 
of their hero and his cause and sang along 
with a band playing loud enough to be 
heard above the din. Several choruses of 
“Battle Hymn of the Republic” were fol- 
lowed by the Air Force song, for the “next 
president of the United States” had been 
a major general in the Air Force Reserve. 
The jubilation that greeted Goldwa- 
ter’s appearance that July evening in 1964 
masked the somber political reality. In the 
eight months since the assassination of 
President Kennedy, the odds against Barry 
Goldwater had soared into that “wild 
blue yonder” where the senator loved to 
fly in his private plane. Lyndon Johnson 
had taken up the mantle of the martyred 
president and assured the grieving nation 
with his call to “Let us continue.” The 
economy was expanding at a robust pace, 
and the Vietnam War was scarcely a blip 
on the public’s radar screen. A past mas- 
ter of the Senate, Johnson in very short 
order pushed through Congress a daz- 
zling array of social-welfare legislation 
for which the bills would come due later. 
He even gained passage of a historic civil 
rights bill, outlawing segregation in jobs 
and public accommodations, despite ada- 
mant opposition from much of his native 
South. He was, as he often liked to say, 
“the president of a// the people.” 
Goldwater, on the other hand, had come 
through a pre-convention campaign in 
which he had been cast as a “trigger-hap- 
py” warmonger, prone to “shoot from the 
hip.” His vote against the civil rights bill, 
though based on his conviction that it rep- 
resented an unconstitutional extension of 
federal power, had cast him as an enemy 
of racial equality. And Republicans at the 
convention were quarreling among them- 
selves over civil rights, nuclear weapons, 
and charges of “extremism” in battles 
played out over prime-time television. It 
was, at best, doubtful Goldwater could 
unite the party and the nation behind him. 
As he approached the lectern, many won- 
dered if he would extend an olive branch 
to the party moderates who had so bitterly 
opposed his nomination and his platform. 
They didn’t have to wait long to find out. 
“Those who do not care for our cause, 
we don’t expect to enter our ranks in any 
case,” Goldwater said. The conservative 
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Goldwater, on the other hand, had come through a pre-convention 


campaign in which he had been cast as a trigger-happy | warmonger, 


prone to ‘shoot from the hip.” 


message of the Republican Party must not 
be “made fuzzy and futile by unthinking 
and stupid labels,” he insisted. Then he 
spoke the lines that threw the political and 
media establishments into a dither. 

“T would remind you that extremism in 
the defense of liberty is no vice. And let 
me remind you also that moderation in the 
pursuit of justice is no virtue.” According 
to an oft-repeated story, someone in the 
press gallery gasped and exclaimed, “My 
God! He’s going to run as Goldwater!” 


The Conservative Standard-bearer 

Goldwater’s nomination was a triumph 
for the party’s conservatives, frustrated 
from long years in the wilderness while 
the hated Eastern Establishment produced 
presidential nominees as uninspiring as 
they were unsuccessful. After Alf Landon, 
Wendell Willkie, and the twice-defeated 
Tom Dewey, the party’s power brokers 
recruited General Dwight D. Eisenhow- 
er, the World War II hero whose political 
beliefs were known only to God and, pos- 
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sibly, the general himself. The likeable 
“Tke” won two elections, but eight years 
of Eisenhower’s “Modern Republican- 
ism” left followers of the late Sen. Rob- 
ert Taft still longing for a genuine conser- 
vative in the White House. In time they 
would pin their hopes on Barry Goldwa- 
ter, who, ironically, was an Eisenhower 
delegate at the °52 convention. That was 
also the year Goldwater, with the help of 
Eisenhower’s coattails, was elected U.S. 
senator from Arizona, defeating Ernest 
McFarland, the Democratic leader in the 
Senate. But the growing bureaucracy in 
the Republican administration, including 
the creation of a Cabinet-level Depart- 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare, 
and the president’s budget request for 
what was then a record $71.8 billion in 
federal spending, led Goldwater in 1957 
to denounce Eisenhower’s “dime store 
New Deal.” While the shot across the 
presidential bow no doubt chilled the 
senator’s relations with the White House, 
it did send a message to the party’s con- 


Doomed to a political drubbing: Nixon and Lodge went down to defeat in November 1960, 
leading many conservatives in the GOP to believe that the way to victory in 1964 would be to 
nominate a genuine conservative such as Goldwater. 
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servative base that Goldwater’s conserva- 
tism transcended party loyalty. 

The Arizonan developed a national fol- 
lowing through the thousands of miles he 
traveled and the hundreds of speeches he 
gave each year as chairman of the Sen- 
ate Republican Campaign Committee. 
At every stop, he preached the gospel of 
American conservatism with evangeli- 
cal zeal, denouncing “government poli- 
cies which create dependent citizens” and 
thereby “rob a nation and its people of 
both moral and political strength.” His 56 
percent of the vote in winning reelection 
in 1958 stood out against a sea of Demo- 
cratic victories nationwide. He began writ- 
ing a newspaper column that ran in more 
than 150 papers. When his 1960 book, The 
Conscience of a Conservative, became a 
best-seller, it was noted with interest that 
it was selling briskly on college campuses, 
where its broadsides against bureaucracy 
and its hosannas to individual freedom and 
autonomy resonated with “young fogies.” 


Beyond “Munich” 
When Vice President Richard Nixon ar- 
rived in Chicago in 1960, expecting a 
coronation at the Republican National 
Convention, he discovered a small but en- 
ergetic contingent of Republicans trying 
to foment a movement to dump the vice 
president and nominate Goldwater for 
president. When news broke out of Nix- 
on’s secret flight to meet with New York 
Governor Nelson Rockefeller and receive 
from the liberal governor amendments to 
the party platform, Goldwater was furi- 
ous, declaring the “Compact of Fifth Av- 
enue” another “Munich,” in an unflatter- 
ing parallel between Nixon’s appeasement 
of Rockefeller and British Prime Minis- 
ter Neville Chamberlain’s appeasement 
of Hitler 22 years earlier. Nixon further 
alienated the party’s conservatives by 
choosing the establishment scion Henry 
Cabot Lodge, Jr. as his running mate. 
Arizona Governor Paul Fannin nomi- 
nated his state’s junior senator for presi- 
dent, but there was no realistic chance for 
Goldwater to seize the nomination from 
Nixon. With a plea for party unity that 
would be so conspicuously absent during 
his own presidential campaign, Goldwater 
urged his fellow conservatives to “put our 
shoulders to the wheel for Dick Nixon and 
push across the line.” In words that would 
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prove to be prophetic, he 
added: “If we want to take 
this party back, and I think 
we can some day, let’s get 
to work.” 

The early favorite for 
the Republican nomination 
in 1964, the press decided, 
was Nelson Rockefeller, 
the darling of the party’s 
“moderates.” (Few Re- 
publicans would admit to 
being “liberal.”) As early as 
1962, James “Scotty” Res- 
ton of the New York Times 
mused that Rockefeller had 
about as much chance of 
losing his party’s presiden- 
tial nomination as he had of 
“going broke.” 

Meanwhile, college pro- 
fessor turned political king- 
maker F. Clifton White, 
along with a small band 
of “co-conspirators” was 
masterminding a “Draft 
Goldwater” movement. 
Working under the political 
radar, White’s plotters were 
quietly recruiting delegates 
from precincts in conven- 
tion states in the Midwest, 
South, and West, believing 
they could win the nomi- 
nation for their candidate 
without the Northeast, 
something unheard of at the time. When 
Goldwater finally entered the campaign in 
January 1964, he promised “a choice, not 
an echo.” The phrase, which conservative 
activist Phyllis Schlafly took as the title 
for one of the year’s bestselling political 
books, was music to the ears of conserva- 
tives weary of facing election day choices 
between liberal ““Tweedledee” and slightly 
less liberal “Tweedledum” (sometimes 
called “Tweedledumber.’’) 

The “choice” came first to New Hamp- 
shire, where Goldwater and Rockefeller 
would meet head-on in the nation’s first 
primary. At an ill-fated press conference 
in Concord, Goldwater suggested Cuban 
exiles should be armed and given another 
shot at ousting Castro. He also proposed 
“one change” to Social Security: that it 
be made voluntary. The next day’s pub- 
lication of the liberal Concord Monitor 
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Not lacking for lies: Nelson Rockefeller made political hay on the false claim 
that Goldwater would “end Social Security.” The New Hampshire primary 
produced a stunning victory — for write-in candidate Henry Cabot Lodge. 


bore the headline: “GOLDWATER SETS 
GOALS: END SOCIAL SECURITY, HIT 
CASTRO” The Rockefeller campaign re- 
produced the headline on flyers mailed to 
all of New Hampshire’s Social Security 
recipients. 

Next, Goldwater got himself into hot 
water when he defended his vote against 
the Nuclear Test Ban treaty by saying 
our missiles were not really dependable. 
“Tll probably catch hell for saying it, but 
they’re not dependable,” he insisted. He 
was right on at least the first point: He 
did “catch hell” for saying it. Goldwater’s 
comments were “completely misleading, 
politically irresponsible and damaging to 
the national security,” came the swift and 
indignant reply from Defense Secretary 
Robert McNamara. In an era when most 
people still believed their government, 
that seemed sufficient assurance that our 


defenses were reliable. 
And that Goldwater was 
“irresponsible.” 

When a heavy turnout of 
Granite State voters went 
to the polls on March 10, 
they delivered a stunning 
upset: Henry Cabot Lodge, 
on the other side of the 
world as the U.S. ambassa- 
dor to South Vietnam, was 
the winner, with a write-in 
campaign endorsed by his 
son, George. Goldwater 
edged out Rockefeller for 
runner-up. The pundits 
rushed to press with new 
prophecies. “Scotty” Res- 
ton informed New York 
Times readers that the “po- 
litical pros” were betting 
on Gov. William Scranton 
of Pennsylvania to be the 
eventual nominee. Or for- 
mer Vice President Nixon. 
Or maybe Ambassador 
Lodge. Goldwater and 
Rockefeller, they had de- 
cided, were finished. 


California 
and “the Bomb” 
The remaining primary 
contests were few, but 
significant. Goldwater 
captured 62 percent of the 
vote and 40 of the 48 delegates selected in 
the Illinois primary on April 14. The can- 
didates bypassed Wisconsin, where Con- 
gressman John Byrnes, the “favorite son” 
candidate, won after promising the Gold- 
water campaign that his delegates would 
vote for the Arizonan at the convention. 
Rockefeller won in Oregon, where he was 
the only candidate “who cared enough to 
come.” Goldwater was concentrating on 
the June 2 primary in California, where 
86 delegates were running on the Gold- 
water slate. By the middle of May, the 
campaign was counting more than 500 
delegate votes pledged to the candidate. A 
win in California, together with the victo- 
ries anticipated in conventions in Wash- 
ington, Idaho, Montana, and Utah, would 
put Goldwater over the top. 

But Goldwater would stumble again on 
the “nuclear issue.” On ABC’s Issues and 
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Answers, he was asked how he would 
interdict the heavily forested supply 
lines along which weapons and supplies 
passed from China into Vietnam. “There 
have been several suggestions made,” he 
noted, “I don’t think we would use any 
of them, but defoliation of the forest by 
low-yield atomic devices could well be 
done. When you remove the foliage, you 
remove the cover.” 

Despite the qualifying phrase — “I 
don’t think we would use any of them” 
— both AP and UPI reported Goldwater 
suggested the use of nuclear weapons 
in Vietnam. The Spencer-Roberts 
advertising firm hired by Rockefeller 
mailed a pamphlet to the state’s two 
million registered Republicans, asking: 
“Who Do You Want in the room with 
the H Bomb?” It was the question that 
would haunt the Goldwater campaign all 
the way to November. 

Goldwater nonetheless carried Califor- 
nia by more than 58,000 votes and with it, 
the election of all 86 Goldwater delegates. 
The win all but assured he would be nomi- 
nated on the first ballot in San Francisco 
— but not without a fight. 


Chaos at the Cow Palace 

At the platform committee hearings, Hugh 
Scott, the liberal senator from Pennsylva- 
nia, offered an amendment to “repudi- 
ate the efforts of irresponsible extremist 
groups, such as the Communists, the Ku 
Klux Klan, the John Birch Society and 
others to discredit our party by their efforts 
to infiltrate positions of responsibility in 
the party or that attach themselves to its 
candidates.” 

There was no mistaking the target of 
that proposed amendment. Neither the 
communists nor the Ku Klux Klan were 
the issue. And the only candidate to 
whom members of The John Birch So- 
ciety wanted to “attach themselves” was 
Goldwater. Much of the debate over the 
amendment went on in prime time, wit- 
nessed by viewers of all three major TV 
networks. Rockefeller delivered a speech 


According to an oft-repeated story, 


someone in the press gallery gasped and 
exclaimed, “My God! He's going to run as 


Goldwater!” 
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Interested in the image of infallible government: Secretary of Defense Robert McNamara, a 
major architect of the Vietnam War, was quick to label Goldwater “irresponsible” for saying U.S. 
missiles were not reliable. His “experts,” called the Whiz Kids, also approved equipping U.S. 
troops with M-16 rifles in Vietnam before they were fully tested, and without cleaning kits, leading 


to many unnecessary American deaths. 


warning of efforts to take over “estab- 
lished political organizations by Commu- 
nist and Nazi methods,” used by extrem- 
ists who “feed on fear, hate and terror.” 
He was loudly booed throughout the 
speech by Goldwater delegates, and he 
clearly loved every minute of it. They had 
taken the bait, and to the casual viewer 
appeared to be proving “Rocky’s” point. 
The scene that went into millions of liv- 
ing rooms around the country was that 
of an intolerant mob at the Republican 
convention shouting down the Republi- 
can governor of New York as he defended 
moderation and denounced “extremism.” 
The convention rejected the amendment, 
but the damage had been done. 

“To my mind the excesses committed 
by Hugh Scott and Nelson Rockefeller 
in branding the patriotic members of the 
John Birch Society as com- 
parable to the Commies, 
the Nazis and the Ku Klux 
Klanners was a moral sin, 
deliberately and calculated- 
ly committed,” Goldwater 
wrote in his 1979 memoir, 


With No Apologies. “It violated every pre- 
cept of decency and charity,” he added. 

William Scranton, who entered the 
fray after the California primary, made 
his candidacy the focal point of the “Stop 
Goldwater” campaign. On the eve of the 
convention, the Scranton campaign pro- 
posed a debate before the delegates in 
the form of a letter from the Pennsylva- 
nia governor, delivered to Goldwater’s 
hotel suite. It was less an invitation to 
debate than an attempt to read out of the 
party the man about to be nominated as 
its presidential candidate. Goldwater, 
the letter said, had “prescribed nuclear 
war as a solution to a troubled world,” 
had allowed “radical extremists” to use 
him, had “stood for irresponsibility on 
the serious issue of racial holocaust.... In 
short, Goldwaterism has come to stand 
for a whole crazy quilt collection of ab- 
surd and dangerous positions that would 
be soundly repudiated by the American 
people in November.” 

Though the letter was delivered with 
Scranton’s typed name, there was no 
written signature. It had been written by 
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a member of the governor’s campaign 
staff and issued without his knowledge. 
Goldwater sent copies of the letter to the 
delegates and the press, confident the wild 
and inflammatory charges would only dis- 
credit the desperate Scranton campaign. 
Goldwater won nomination on the first 
ballot, but the publicity that the letter and 
its accusations received only added to the 
difficulty the campaign would have in at- 
tempting to assure a doubtful nation that 
Goldwater was not the caricature created 
by his rivals. 


The Political Duopoly 

It was the caricature Democrats would 
run against in the fall campaign, even 
though Lyndon Johnson studiously 
avoided mentioning Goldwater by name. 
Others, in his party and in the press, 
would do that. Goldwater was irresponsi- 
ble, would shoot from the hip, would start 
a war with Russia or China. A Johnson 
campaign commercial, without mention- 
ing Goldwater, showed a child in a daisy 
field disappearing in a mushroom-shaped 
cloud. The press, even the respectable 
Republican press, piled on. The Saturday 
Evening Post, endorsing a Democrat for 
the first time, did so with a vengeance 
that outdid the Scranton campaign. Gold- 
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water was “a wild man, a stray, an un- 
principled and ruthless political jujitsu 
artist,” the Post declared. “For the good 
of the Republican Party, which his candi- 
dacy disgraces, we hope that Goldwater 
is crushingly defeated.” 

And he was. Johnson won in a record 
landslide, but the Vietnam War over the 
next four years would consume his presi- 
dency and effectively prevent him from 
seeking a second term in 1968. That would 
be the year of the “resurrection” of Rich- 
ard Nixon, who narrowly defeated John- 
son’s vice president, Hubert Humphrey, in 
another race between the Tweedle Broth- 
ers, “Dee” and “Dum.” Nixon won with 
the support of conservatives, Goldwa- 
ter foremost among them. But in private 
Nixon was contemptuous of the party’s 
right wing. 

“There is only one thing as bad as a 
far-left liberal and that’s a d**n right- 
wing conservative,” Nixon told a top 
aide, John Whittaker, according to an 
article Whittaker wrote in Presidential 
Studies Quarterly. The candidate who 
gave lip service to conservative prin- 
ciples of limited government became 
the first — and thus far only — presi- 
dent to impose peacetime wage and price 
controls. He embraced “pump-priming” 


Top gun or hired gun? Governor William Scranton of Pennsylvania, a late entry in the presidential 
race, became the point man of a “Stop Goldwater” campaign that did lasting damage to 
Goldwater's reputation and his campaign for election in the fall. 
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deficit spending, grandly announcing, 
“We’re all Keynesians now.” Decades 
before “ObamaCare” or even “Hillary- 
Care,” Nixon’s national healthcare plan 
would have required employers to buy 
health insurance for their employees and 
would have subsidized employers who 
couldn’t afford it. His obsequious trib- 
utes to Chairman Mao in Communist 
China and his one-China policy, leading 
to a severing of diplomatic relations with 
the Republic of China on Taiwan, would 
have outraged most Republicans had they 
been initiated by a Democratic president. 
His “peace with honor” in Vietnam was 
a treaty that left many abandoned Ameri- 
can prisoners of war behind and paved 
the way for the communist capture of Sai- 
gon two years later. 

American voters believed there was “a 
choice, not an echo” in 1980, and they 
elected Ronald Reagan. Yet for all of his 
talk about a government that would “live 
within its means,” Reagan cheerfully 
presided through eight years over a near- 
doubling of the annual budget and near- 
tripling of the national debt. 

In his 1966 book, Tragedy and Hope: 
A History of the World in Our Time, his- 
torian and Georgetown professor Carroll 
Quigley described the plans and machi- 
nations of the British Royal Institute of 
International Affairs and its U.S. coun- 
terpart, the Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions, whose membership rolls, then as 
now, make up a virtual “Who’s Who” of 
prominent national and world leaders, in- 
cluding the aforementioned Eisenhower, 
Nixon, and Lodge. Both organizations’ 
ranks included influential and well- 
placed leaders of politics, finance, com- 
merce, and the news media, and viewed 
with trepidation any candidate for presi- 
dent who would impede the progress to- 
ward what President George H.W. Bush 
later called “the new world order.” We the 
People should not expect our decisions at 
the polls to provide course corrections to 
the Ship of State. The two parties, Quig- 
ley wrote, “should be almost identical, so 
that the American people can ‘throw the 
rascals out’ at any election without lead- 
ing to any profound or extensive shifts in 
policy.” The Goldwater candidacy repre- 
sented a threat to that political duopoly 
and thus had to be destroyed. 

Mission accomplished. Hf 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Arrest in Home 


Invasion Leads to “Queen” 


The Tampa Bay Times reported that a 
botched home invasion halted by an armed 
resident eventually led to the toppling of 
a local criminal organization that had ter- 
rified the Port Richey area. On May 14, 
a man known by local authorities to be a 
member of the Latin Kings gang was shot 
while attempting to break in to a home. 
Police reported that 38-year-old Anthony 
Capuano allegedly donned a mask and 
banged on the door of a house where a 
woman was home alone. The woman, 
22-year-old Heidi Christophell, refused to 
let Capuano in, but the masked criminal 
did not let that stop him. Capuano alleg- 
edly broke a window and began to crawl 
through it. The young woman inside acted 
quickly. Christophell ran to a bedroom, 
retrieved a handgun belonging to her boy- 
friend, and fired the gun at Capuano as he 
was entering through the window, hitting 
him twice in the side. The injured burglar 
fled from the scene in his car, but only 
drove about 150 feet before he crashed 
into a house. Capuano was taken to a 
nearby medical center for treatment but 
was then released into police custody. He 
is facing charges of armed burglary. 

This wasn’t the end of the story though. 
The Zampa Bay Times reported only a 
few weeks later that the person who ruled 
the Latin Kings in the area was arrested. 
Pasco County deputies arrested a Port 
Richey woman they referred to as “Queen 
Wanda,” a woman they say rose to power 
after the death of her husband, a “king” 
of the gang, who was infamous for con- 
nections to drug dealing, gang violence, 
and at least five murders. Pasco Sheriff 
Chris Nocco said that Wanda Capuano, 
44, ruled the Latin Kings for a decade 
and that whenever “there was a homicide 
in west Pasco, and it was gang-related, 
Wanda’s name came up.” Nocco said that 
police had been waiting for years for an 
opportunity to arrest her, but did not get 
the opportunity until Wanda’s current 
husband, Anthony Capuano, was arrested 
for that May 14 break-in. Capuano was 
allegedly dealing drugs for “the Queen,” 
and she had to take up the dealing duties 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
_ eS leer. 


herself while Capuano was incarcerated 
following his arrest. Deputies responded 
to the developments by buying drugs 
while under cover. 

The Latin Kings escalated things by 
having gang members walk into the Sher- 
iff’s Office and threaten to hurt deputies if 
they did not stop their investigation of “the 
Queen.” The police responded by getting a 
warrant and raiding Wanda’s home, where 
they discovered illegal drugs and arrested 
Wanda and some associates for drug pos- 
session and trafficking. “When you start 
threatening ourselves and our families,” 
Nocco said, “that’s when it gets personal.” 


Creatures of Habit 


The Bowling Green Daily News out of 
Bowling Green, Kentucky, reported about 
a landowner who was fed up with having 
his vacant property burglarized and decid- 
ed to take a stand. Jack Traughber, a Simp- 
son County landowner, went to check on 
his property shortly after 2 p.m. on May 
29 and discovered two men trespassing. 
Traughber was armed with a shotgun and 
approached the trespassers. When he ob- 
served that one of the suspicious men had 
a revolver in his hand, Traughber, fearing 
for his life, fired his shotgun at the armed 
man, striking him. 

Authorities reported that 30-year-old 
William Gabriel Creasy of Westmore- 
land, Tennessee, was the suspect who 
was armed with a revolver. Police were 
called to the scene and arrested the second 
man, who was later identified as Creasy’s 
27-year-old brother, Caleb Creasy. A third 
person, 20-year-old Samantha Brooks, was 
arrested near Kentucky Downs related to 
what police are calling an attempted bur- 
glary. Apparently, this wasn’t the elder 
Creasy brother’s first run-in with the law, 
as a search of his criminal record showed 
that he is a convicted felon. 

Authorities plan to charge him with 
third-degree burglary, possession of a 
handgun by a convicted felon, and first- 
degree wanton endangerment, as well as 
other potential charges, including drug 
possession and drug manufacturing. Au- 
thorities did say that the woman who 
was arrested provided information about 


where the two burglars stored property 
they had previously stolen from Traugh- 
ber. The investigation is still ongoing. 
Traughber’s property has a series of 
structures on it, some of which contain 
valuable antiques. Simpson County Sher- 
iff’s Detective Eddie Lawson told the 
Bowling Green Daily News that Traugh- 
ber “had so much stolen from him over the 
years out there.... I know on at least two 
occasions we made arrests that are still 
pending in Simpson Circuit Court.” 


Mom and Dad 
to the Rescue 


KMOV.com in St. Louis reported on June 
10 about two armed parents coming to 
their daughter’s rescue. Police reported 
that 31-year-old Terrell Johnson and 
33-year-old Cortez McClinton approached 
a 17-year-old girl outside her parents’ home 
while she was collecting items from her car, 
and the men demanded she return to her 
home with them. Unbeknownst to the two 
would-be attackers, the young girl was not 
home alone. The girl’s father and mother 
were home and saw the whole thing tran- 
spire, so they quickly armed themselves. 
The thugs forced the girl into the house, 
where they came face to face with the 
armed parents. Both the mother and father 
fired several shots at the suspects, striking 
both men as they entered the house. John- 
son was pronounced dead at the scene, but 
McClinton fled on foot and was later taken 
to a local hospital, where he was listed in 
critical but stable condition. Neither the 
girl who was involved, nor her parents or 
a five-year-old boy who lives at the home 
were injured in the incident. Since Mc- 
Clinton’s criminal associate was killed in 
the commission of a felony, McClinton is 
now being charged with second-degree 
murder, along with burglary, kidnapping, 
and armed criminal action. A neighbor 
who heard the gunshots expressed sup- 
port for the parents’ actions and gratitude 
that they weren’t hurt. “You have to pro- 
tect yourself. You just can’t let people do 
that. You have to have some kind of pro- 
tection,” Joan Bryan told KSDK.com. 
— PATRICK KREY 
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Imperiously Undermining 
the Rule of Law 


ITEM: Following a Supreme Court rebuke 
of President Obama for making appoint- 
ments that circumvented the Senate, the 
Washington Post reported on June 27 that 
he has been trying to make “the aggres- 
sive use of executive power a core tenet 
of his second term.” Since Congress is 
“refusing to embrace his agenda,” noted 
the Post account, “Obama has turned to 
his presidential powers to take unilateral 
action on several controversial issues. He 
has postponed requirements of the Afford- 
able Care Act. He has authorized tough 
new rules limiting power plant emissions. 
And he is seeking to impose new regula- 
tions to require companies to pay their 
employees more in overtime.” 
ITEM: ABCNews.com for June 27 reported 
that Obama’; use of executive orders has 
been criticized. However, the “president 
refused to apologize for his actions.” 
ITEM: While being questioned by a congres- 
sional committee on June 25, EPA Admin- 
istrator Gina McCarthy tried to sidestep a 
direct response to a query about how new 
pollution rules being promulgated by the 
Environmental Protection Agency would 
raise the cost of electricity. Rather, she said: 
“It’s actually about providing [Americans] 
more opportunities to reduce waste.” 
ITEM: Reuters for June 27 reported that 
the president “blasted House Republicans 
who have threatened to sue him for issu- 
ing executive orders to implement poli- 
cies that would have a hard time passing 
in the Republican-controlled chamber of 
Congress. ‘They dont do anything except 
block me and call me names,’ Obama said 
in an economic speech.” 
CORRECTION: Name-calling is often 
just telling the truth in a direct manner. 
Barack Obama, who has taught courses 
in constitutional law, apparently has lost 
his old lesson plans about what is in that 
document. Here’s a primer to refresh his 
memory: Congressmen are lawmakers — 
as in, they are the ones who are authorized 
to make laws. The president is supposed to 
faithfully execute them. 

Sadly, today’s chief executive in Wash- 
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Starting to sweat? Though the Supreme Court slapped down Obama’s “contraception mandate” 
and his appointments to the National Labor Relations Board, Obama is planning to use executive 
orders to move his agenda forward — though constitutionally only Congress can make laws. 


ington thinks he and his minions are en- 
titled to issue royal diktats that must be 
obeyed. He is not the first to do so. 

There has been some pushback of late. 
Obviously, a bit of the resistance is rooted 
in partisan politics, though assuredly not 
all. Some popular commentators have ex- 
amined the vital underlying issues in the 
pages of national papers. 

For example, Charles Krauthammer 
pointed out that the president is “on the 
verge of centralizing energy regulation in 
Washington through naked executive ac- 
tion, having already succeeded in central- 
izing health care in Washington through 
the Affordable Care Act.” With the moves 
in the energy field, the president is doing 
so “by executive order after failing to pass 
the desired legislation. With health care, 
he does it with a law that he then amends 
so wantonly after it passed that the ACA 
itself becomes a blank slate on which the 
administration unilaterally remakes Amer- 
ican medicine.” (Emphasis in original.) 

The authoritarian rule-making by the 
Environmental Protection Agency, follow- 
ing alarmist claims about climate change 
pushed repeatedly by the administration, 
has had some partial judicial setbacks, 
though it has hardly been stymied. This is 
far from the only area in which executive 
overreach has become the norm. 


In fact, as columnist George Will has 
noted, “Regarding immigration, health 
care, welfare, education, drug policy and 
more, Obama has suspended, waived and 
rewritten laws, including the Affordable 
Care Act.” Obama “has perpetrated more 
than 40 suspensions of laws. Were presi- 
dents the sole judges of the limits of their 
latitude, they would effectively have plena- 
ry power to vitiate the separation of powers, 
the Founders’ bulwark against despotism.” 

Similarly, a professor of constitution- 
al law at the Florida International Uni- 
versity College of Law, Elizabeth Price 
Foley, has taken note of the president’s 
heavy-handed propensities, writing in the 
Washington Times: 


Mr. Obama isn’t a fan of the Constitu- 
tion’s original meaning, and certainly 
not its pesky limits to his power. He 
thus opted to write a carbon-dioxide 
emissions rule that Congress never ap- 
proved, and [decided to ignore] the re- 
cess-appointment clause’s plain com- 
mand that there be an actual recess.... 

Mr. Obama’s motivation in both 
situations was utilitarian: He want- 
ed what he wanted, and he wanted 
it now. Like a petulant child, the 
president decided that if Congress 
wouldn’t grant him the law or ap- 
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pointments he wanted, he’d just work 
around them, and do it himself. 


Individual liberties take a back seat when 
this president is driving — if they are not 
locked away in the trunk. The environmental 
regulations issued by the feds demonstrate 
this tendency. While the EPA is hardly the 
sole offender, its haughty use of so-called 
greenhouse gas rules against power plants 
does provide an egregious example. 

As has been noted by Senator Jim Inhofe 
(R-Okla.), a senior member of the Senate 
Environment and Public Works Commit- 
tee, the relevant “statute says clearly that 
the agency is allowed to regulate pollu- 
tion only at each individual power plant,” 
yet the agency has “embarked on a plan to 
use greenhouse gas regulations to force the 
United States to live out the Environmental 
Green Dream by requiring our nation to rely 
more on expensive renewable resources.” 

Private firms might do cost-benefit anal- 
yses, but regulators care not about such 
frivolous matters: The taxpayers and cus- 
tomers will pick up the check regardless. 
Never mind that whatever “green” posi- 
tives might be realized are far outweighed 
by all the green that will be spent. 

The EPA’s recent rules, as has been 
pointed out by Isaac Orr, a research fellow 
at the Heartland Institute, will do “nothing 
to combat climate change, but will impose 
a heavy cost on the American people: An 
analysis shows the mandates would reduce 
future warming by 0.018 degrees C by 
2100, are estimated to cost between $8.8 
billion and $50 billion per year [depend- 
ing on the premises of various studies] to 
implement, and would cause hundreds of 
thousands of people to lose their jobs.” 

EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy (as 
quoted earlier) would not admit under con- 
gressional questioning in June that the real 
reason Americans might use less electricity 
was because the agency’s regulations will 
make it more expensive. The bureaucratic 
talking points seek to muddy the waters. 

Paul “Chip” Knappenberger, assistant 
director of the Center for the Study of Sci- 
ence at the Cato Institute, has written about 
how pro-regulators avoid discussing how 
their rules might really affect the climate 
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and prefer to “throw out some impressive- 
sounding numbers about aspects other than 
the climate.” For example, he observed, 


In introducing the new regulations, 
EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy 
said that by 2030, the reduction in 
carbon dioxide emissions resulting 
from the regulations would be “like 
cancelling out annual carbon pollu- 
tion from two-thirds of all cars and 
trucks in America.” What she didn’t 
tell you was that according to the 
EPA’s own models, two-thirds of all 
the cars and trucks in America con- 
tribute much less than one one-thou- 
sandth of a degree of global warming 
per year. This number is impressive 
as well — impressively tiny. 


Moreover, as Supreme Court Justice Anto- 
nin Scalia observed (in Utility Air Regula- 
tory Group v. EPA), it is “patently unreason- 
able — not to say outrageous — for EPA 
to insist on seizing expansive power that it 
admits the statute is not designed to grant.” 

The rewriting of the Clean Air Act via 
regulations is not the EPA’s only attempt at 
overreaching. It’s virtually impossible to 


keep up with all the edicts it hands down. 
As noted in an analysis by Ali Mayer for 
CNSNews.com, since Obama took over 
the White House in 2009, the EPA has is- 
sued 2,827 new final regulations, amount- 
ing to some 24,915 pages in the Federal 
Register, with a total of about 24,915,000 
words — 38 times as many words as in the 
Gutenberg Bible. 

We need more, say regulatory devotees. 
Really. A study issued by the Congressional 
Research Service in March pointed out: 


Environmental groups and other 
supporters of the agency disagree 
that EPA has overreached. Many of 
them believe that the agency is, in 
fact, moving in the right direction, 
including taking action on significant 
issues that had been long delayed or 
ignored in the past. In several cases, 
environmental advocates would like 
the regulatory actions to be stronger. 


This is no exaggeration. A look at the far- 
left Nation once again demonstrates: No 
concessions made to “progressives” will 
satisfy them. The climate regulations, 
said the editors in a June editorial, are 


Do you ever wonder? With the EPA planning to limit CO. emissions from power plants to such an 
extent that many will go out of business, causing electricity costs to jump, will CO. emissions go 
down or will average people turn to wood-burning stoves to provide heat — causing CO, to rise? 
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“nowhere close to what we need.” The 
editors insisted that the proposed rule was 
“at least a small step in the right direction, 
if a timid one.” It will be “crucial,” went 
on the Nation, for environmental groups 
“to push the EPA to adopt more stringent 
targets during the rule-making process.” 

Worse, the EPA is but one tentacle of a 
regulatory octopus that entangles the pro- 
ductive economy. 

The Wall Street Journal, for instance, 
not long ago pointed out that the folks at 
the Food and Drug Administration (until 
they pulled back their arm temporar- 
ily over the outcry) have a problem with 
“the common practice of aging cheese on 
wooden boards, which is how humans 
have been making the stuff since cuisine 
advanced beyond hunting and gathering.” 

Elsewhere, lobbyists are trying to get 
the FDA to back off on the one hand, or 
become more strict on the other hand, 
concerning its treatment of e-cigarettes 
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and premium cigars; the Transportation 
Department has taken aim at map aids that 
are often found in automobiles; the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture’s dietary “guidelines” 
are likely going to come down hard on salt 
(despite recent scientific evidence of the 
potential harm of salt-free diets); and the 
Justice Department, Treasury Department, 
and Internal Revenue Service have their 
own enemies’ list and are leaning on banks 
to do the government’s dirty work. 
Operation Choke Point is an example of 
the latter. Richard Rahn, chairman of the 
Institute for Global Economic Growth, dis- 
cussed that Justice operation in an article 
in May. The operation, as he put it, “placed 
massive paperwork and information bur- 
dens on banks and money-payments firms 
that were servicing legal businesses that 
the administration doesn’t like, such as 
payday lenders, adult entertainment, and 
gun and ammo dealers.... The goal is to 
make the additional costs for the banks to 


service these businesses so high that the 
banks drop the businesses as clients.” 

The list of tyrannies, small and large, 
is endless — though a brave researcher 
at the Competitive Enterprise Institute in 
Washington, D.C., does a yeoman’s job 
each year in his report covering the U.S. 
federal regulatory state. 

In acompendium called “Ten Thousand 
Commandments,” Clyde Wayne Crews, Jr. 
has detailed how the feds have now jacked 
up the compliance costs for businesses to 
about $1.86 trillion a year. Trying to fol- 
low federal rules eats up around 11.1 per- 
cent of the nation’s Gross Domestic Prod- 
uct, according to this analysis. The figures 
are largely taken from government data. 

Most lawmaking is now done by 
the unelected. Yet, all too many of the 
elected panjandrums are no better. Most 
would likely run afoul of federal turkey 
inspectors. i 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 


Hobby Lobby and Hokum 


n June 30, the Su- 
preme Court ruled in 
a five-to-four deci- 


sion that Hobby Lobby and 
Conestoga Wood Specialties, 
two privately held companies 
whose owners have strong 
religious views, can avoid 
the Department of Health and 
Human Services’ require- 
ment to provide some forms 
of contraception coverage 
to employees. In effect, the 
court’s move took a small bite 
out of the Affordable Care 
Act (ObamaCare). Had the + * 
case not been ruled in favor 
of these firms and they didn't 
comply with HHS order, they 
would face fines of $1.3 million per day ($475 million per year). 
Hailed as a major victory for the pro-life cause, the ruling has 
also been condemned by pro-abortion groups who claim it amounts 
to a significant attack on women’s reproductive and health rights. 
Obviously, the health and viability of a newly conceived infant 
doesn’t concern pro-abortion partisans. Speaking for the minority, 
Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg angrily called the majority’s view “a 
decision of startling breadth” and an attack on women’s “reproduc- 
tive rights.” There’s some macabre irony in the use of that term 
inasmuch as birth control advocates don’t want reproduction; they 
want guarantees that there won’t be any reproduction. 
Colorado-based Hobby Lobby is a privately owned firm with 
700 stores in 41 states and 13,000 full-time employees. Similarly, 
Conestoga Wood Specialties, a Pennsylvania firm with 950 em- 
ployees, is also privately owned. The owners of these two compa- 
nies believe that several of the so-called birth control substances 
ObamaCare would force them to provide are, in fact, abortifa- 
cients that don’t so much as prevent conception but instead ter- 
minate the life of an already conceived fetus. They oppose being 
forced to supply what they believe causes an abortion. Lawyers 
from the Becket Fund that represented Hobby Lobby noted that 
there are 50 other cases challenging ObamaCare’s contraception 
mandate. Kristina Arriaga, executive director of the Becket Fund, 
added that the government itself “concedes” that the drugs and 
devices objected to by Hobby Lobby “can terminate an embryo.” 
The five justices in the majority (Samuel Alito, Anthony 
Kennedy, Clarence Thomas, Antonin Scalia, and John Roberts) 
based their decision on the 1993 Religious Freedom and Res- 
toration Act (RFRA). Overwhelmingly passed by Congress and 
signed into law by President Clinton, RFRA requires govern- 
ment to show that no federal act will burden the religious be- 
liefs of the public. Clearly, the religious beliefs of the owners 
of these two companies would be impacted by ObamaCare’s 
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requirements. But the ruling 
also held that it applies only 
to privately held companies, 
not any that are publicly held. 

A brief provided the court 
by the pro-abortion Gutt- 
macher Institute claimed 
that many women can’t af- 
ford the effective means of 
birth control. Therefore, the 
+> institute stated, the govern- 

ment must supply whatever 

A is needed to prevent unwant- 

| a , ed and unintended pregnan- 

e =‘ cies. Justices Elena Kagan, 
4#— Sonia Sotomayor, and Ste- 
phen Breyer joined with 
Ginsburg in agreeing with 
this view and in disagreeing 
with the ruling handed down by their colleagues. 

Among other related and closely watched cases making their 
way up to the Supreme Court are several by religious groups. 
The Catholic Little Sisters of the Poor, Notre Dame University, 
Catholic Charities of Philadelphia, and approximately 50 other 
organizations with religious charters also don’t want to be forced 
to supply contraception drugs and devices to their employees. 
Also, according to Ginsburg and some legal scholars, the ruling 
opens the door for an avalanche of similar cases from Christian 
Scientists who oppose vaccinations, Jehovah’s Witnesses who ob- 
ject to blood transfusions, Scientologists who shun antidepressant 
medication, Muslims and Jews who bar the use of any medication 
or devices created from pigs, and members of other religions that 
may raise other objections to portions of ObamaCare. 

In the immediate aftermath of the court’s decision, Senate 
Majority Leader Harry Reid (D-Nev.) expressed interest in cre- 
ating legislation that would “fix” the ruling. Senator Patty Mur- 
ray (D- Wash.) responded more definitively: “Since the Supreme 
Court decided it will not protect women’s access to health care, 
I will.” She intends to file legislation to guarantee that govern- 
ment will force every firm, religious or otherwise, to provide 
contraception drugs and devices. Republican National Commit- 
tee Chairman Reince Priebus was quoted holding that Obama- 
Care has been “defeated,” which is certainly not so. 

The larger issue here goes way beyond whether a religious 
objection qualifies as a reason to avoid submission to a law such 
as ObamaCare. The real issue, as former Congressman Ron Paul 
was quick to assert, is that all businesses and all individuals 
should never be forced to submit to laws such as ObamaCare. 
That, of course, is the American way. Enacting a minor exemp- 
tion to this revolutionary law is not the answer. Eventual aboli- 
tion is the correct remedy for this comprehensive move by the 
federal government into control of the medical profession. Ml 
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